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NOMINATION OF JOHN C. DOERFER TO FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


WEDNESDAY, JUNE 23, 1954 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FoREIGN COMMERCE, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10:10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room G-16 
of the Capitol, Senator John W. Bricker (chairman) presiding. 

Present : Senators Bricker, Schoeppel, Butler of Maryland, Potter, 
Duff, Purtell, Payne, Bowring, Johnson of Colorado, Pastore, Mon- 
roney, and Smathers. 

Also present : Senator Estes Kefauver; Bertram O. Wissman, chief 
clerk; Edward Jarrett, assistant chief clerk; Nick Zapple, counsel for 
Subcommittee on Communications. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

The first matter on the agenda this morning is the consideration of 
the nomination of John C. Doerfer of Wisconsin to the Federal Com- 
munications Commission. 

I have letters here from two senators from Wisconsin, Senator 
Wiley and Senator McCarthy, endorsing this nomination. 

Senator Wiley especially says he is sorry he can’t be here this morn- 
ing because of the fact that he is at the White House for a considera- 
tion of the report of the Geneva Conference, and said: 

I would be most appreciative if you would be so kind as to incorporate this 
brief message of commendation in the official record. 

Senator Monronry. Could we have Senator McCarthy’s letter read, 
too? 

The CuarrMANn. We will have them all read, if you want. 

Senator Monroney. No, I just think it would be appropriate to have 
Senator McCarthy’s letter read since he is from Wisconsin. 

The CuatRMan. Senator Wiley’s letter to me, dated June 23, 1954, 
reads: 

The purpose of this letter is to convey my warmest endorsement of the reap- 
pointment of John C. Doerfer to the Federal Communications Commission. 

I had hoped to be able to appear in person in order to reconvey to the com- 
mittee my strong feelings regarding John’s very excellent qualifications to con- 
tinue on this vital commission. However, as you know, a White House meeting 
on the Geneva Conference is occurring at the very time of your committee 
hearing and so, regrettably, I cannot appear in person. 

Suffice it to say, therefore, that I feel that John’s splendid record of devotion 
to the public interest in the course of his fine career in Wisconsin has been 
paralleled by his high caliber on the FCC. He is a hard-working, conscientious, 
intelligent public servant and I feel sure that your committee will once more 
resoundingly confirm him. 

I would be most appreciative if you would be so kind as to incorporate this 
brief message of commendation in the official record. 

Thanking you, I am, 

Sincerely, ALEXANDER WILEY. 
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Senator McCarthy on June 8, 1954, wrote me as follows: 


Thanks very much for your letter of June 4, in regard to Mr. John C. Doer- 
fer’s nomination as a member of the Federal Communications Commission. 

Mr. Doerfer is a well-known Republican in the State of Wisconsin and I 
would be very pleased to see his nomination confirmed. 


Another letter from Mr. Wiley, dated June 5, 1954: 


I have your letter on June 4th relative to the reappointment of John C. Doer- 
fer as a member of the Federal Communications Commission, and I hearily 
recommend favorable action on his nomination. 

I have a letter from Charles S. Rhyne, who is general counsel of 
the National Institute of Municipal Law Officers, 726 Jackson Place, 
NW., Washington, D.C. That letter is dated June 8, 1954 and reads: 


We understand that you have pending before your committee the nomination 
of John C. Doerfer of Wisconsin as a member of the Federal Communications 
Commission. Pursuant to instructions from the Executive Committee of the 
National Institute of Municipal Law Officers, I write to urge your committee 
to report this nomination favorably to the Senate. 

Mr. Doerfer was nationally known as one of the outstanding municipal at- 
torneys of the Nation prior to his service as chairman of the Public Service 
Commission of Wisconsin, and he is held in high esteem by municipal attorneys 
throughout the Nation. His familiarity with State and local government prob- 
lems has already resulted in tremendous benefits to municipal governments dur- 
ing his service on the Federal Communications Commission in such fields as 
emergency police, and other city uses of radio and TV, and in the field of recep- 
tion interference where Federal-city cooperation is imperative. He also under- 
Stand the telephone rate problems of cities and that field is growing more im- 
portant all the time. Your favorable action upon Mr. Doerfer’s nomination will 
certainly be most gratifying to his hundreds of friends in municipal government. 

Without objection, those letters will be made a part of the record. 

The Cuairman. We have requests here to hear from Mr, Edward 
Lamb and Mr. J. Howard McGrath. 

Whichever one wants to come first may do so, 

Good morning. 

Mr. McGratn. Good morning. 

The Cnatrman. Good morning, Mr. Lamb. 

Mr. Lams. Good morning. 

The CuHatrrmMan. Which one wants to be first ? 

Are you together or—— 

Mr. McGratrn. We would like to be together, if the committee 
doesn’t mind. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Go ahead. 


STATEMENT OF J. HOWARD McGRATH, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESI- 
DENT AND GENERAL COUNSEL OF LAMB ENTERPRISES AND 
LAMB INDUSTRIES 


Mr. McGrarn. I simply want to make an introductory statement. 

My name is J. Howard McGrath. I am the executive vice president 
and the general counsel of Lamb Enterprises and Lamb Industries. 

These companies own and control a number of radio and television 
properties. They have been in business of radio and television up- 
ward of 10 years. 

In addition to these properties, the companies own various manu- 
facturing plants, newspaper, recreational facilities, office buildings, 
advertising agencies, and many other business enterprises. 
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It is with the deepest regret to me, personally, and I know to my 
client, Mr. Lamb, that we find it necessary to come here this morn- 
ing in opposition to a nominee of the President of the United States, 
Mr. John C. Doerfer, whose nomination is before this committee for 
reappointment to the Federal Communications Commission. We 
have felt, however, after diligent search of heart and conscience, that 
there was no other course left open to us than to try to put upon 
this public record, as we have tried to put upon public records of the 
courts and other places, the experience that Mr. Lamb has had at the 
hands of the Federal Communications Commission and particularly 
at the hands of Commissioner Doerfer. We feel that his actions have 
been motivated by personal, selfish, political considerations, far be- 
yond the scope of his duty. 

It is hard for us to ascribe reasons for the actions which have 
been so peculiar in this case that they are probably not paralleled 
anywhere in the history of the Federal Communications Commission. 

Mr. Lamb has been retarded in the handling and the proper man- 
agement of his properties practically from the day Mr. Doerfer took 
his seat on the Federal Communications Commission. 

Even the most casual and routine applications that normally are 
handled staffwise and granted for the betterment of the service and 
the communities that are served have been allowed to gather dust in 
the files of the Commission. 

We have not in many instances even received the courtesy of a reply 
to our applications or to our letters inquiring thereabouts, and to 
every inquiry made to the Commission the answer has always been 
the same: “Doerfer is the key. You must see Commissioner Doerfer.” 

Now, may it please the members of the committee, I should like 
you to hear at length or at such lengths as our statement provides 
and the time that the committee will give us, from Mr. Lamb himself, 
who has been through these trying, costly, bitter experiences, which 
amounts in his case almost to economic strangulation and I think 
action far beyond the scope of duty of any public official. 

Mr. Lamb, I might say, is a highly respected and successful 
American businessman. He comes from a fine American family. He 
has a background that is extremely laudatory so far as his whole 
personal life is concerned. 

He has sworn a dozen times by affidavit and otherwise to his loyalty 
as an American citizen, but in spite of these affirmations on his part 
they seem to be wholly disregarded in the tactics now being em- 
ployed by the Federal Communications Commission in favor of ru- 
mors, unsupported charges, which we do not mind very much if the 
Commission would tell us what these charges are and who makes 
them: but, from all the information that we can get from the Com- 
mission, there is no complaint against Mr. Lamb or the operations of 
his station. There never has been any. 

He has won every public award in the broadcasting field it is 
possible to win; he has performed diligent services in the community 
where his stations served, and yet we have been faced now for over a 
year with stagnation solely as a result of the action of the Commission 
in failing to act upon his applications and failing to tell him the rea- 
son why they don’t act. 
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Now, with that brief outline of our complaint against Commissioner 
Doerfer, I should like to introduce Mr. Edward Lamb, who is the 
owner of the controlling interest of these various properties that I 
have alluded to. 


Mr. Lamb. 
STATEMENT OF EDWARD LAMB 


Mr. Lams. Mr. Chairman, my name is Edward Lamb. My resi- 
dence address is Sentinel Point, Maumee, Ohio, and my business 
address is 500 Edward Lamb Building, Toledo, Ohio. 

My Washington offices are located at 605 Southern Building and 
1177 National Press Building. 

d want to appear today in connection with the nomination of John 

. Doerfer, of Wisconsin, to a 7-year term on the Federal Communica- 
tone C ommission. 

Since the Commission, and particularly Commissioner Doerfer, has 
questioned my veracity in regard to certain matters, I should like 
at this point to respectfully request this committee to have the oath 
administered to me so that I may thereby lend to my testimony what- 
ever verity the oath imports. 

The Carman. It is your request. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and ‘this you do 
and so answer unto God ? 


TESTIMONY OF EDWARD LAMB 


Mr. Lamp. I do, sir. 

I was born at Toledo, Ohio, some 52 years ago, the ninth of 10 
children of Clarence M. Lamb and Mary G. Lamb. 

I attended public school in Toledo and worked my way through 
Dartmouth College, Hanover, N. H., and Harvard and Western 
Reserve Law Schools. 

After admission to the bar of Ohio, I took a job with the corpora- 
tion law firm of Marshall, Melhorn, Marlor & Martin for a year, and 
then went with Mr. George W. Ritter who, incidentally, is presently 
the general counsel and vice president of the Willys-Overland Co. 
Later I was with the law director’s office. 

The Cuamman. He is a prominent fisherman. 

Mr. Lams. Pardon me? 

The CuHarrMan. He is a prominent fisherman. 

Mr. Lame. An excellent fisherman and an excellent person, too. 

I was later with the law firm of Rheinfrank, Simmons, Lindecker 
& Lamb. After brief association with two other attorneys, in 1933, 
I opened my law office and hired various attorneys to work for me. 

In 1947 I organized the law firm of Lamb, Goerlick & Mack in 
Toledo. 

Although my father was long active in Republican politics, I am 
now and I have alw: ays been a political independent, having run on 
both the Republican and Democratic tickets for major political offices, 
and I have supported both parties financially and editorially in the 
Erie Dispatch, a daily and Sunday newspaper, of which I own more 
than 97 percent of the stock. 

The CuatrmMan. You ought to go to California. 
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Mr. Lamps. I might have more success. 

Mr. McGraru. Maybe you will have to. 

Mr. Lamp. I think at least the Senator from Pennsylvania here will 
attest to the fact that we have effectively supported an however, in 
his campaigns. 

In 1932 I ran, as the chairman will recall, unsuccessfully on the 
Republican ticket for the United States Senate in the Ohio primary. 

In 1937 I ran for attorney general for the State of Ohio on the 
Democratic ticket. 

The Erie Dispatch, which I just mentioned, has, since I have con- 
trolled it, endorsed a majority of Republicans for office, including 
United States Senator Edward H. Martin and Thomas E. Dewey, 

the 1948 Republican presidential nominee. 
: My law practice has been widely varied. I represent a great many 
; corporations, and in 1933 I represented the onion workers at McGuffey, 
Ohio, at the request of the American Federation of Labor. That was 
t the first agricultural strike in Ohio. 
i At the request of August Scholle, my’ very close friend and presi- 
| dent of the CLO in the State of Michigan, in 1941 I took on the defense 





of the workers engaged in a strike at the Mt. Clemens Pottery Co., 
Mt. Clemens, Mich. I filed a suit against the company, under the 
wage and hour law, and carried the case, at my own expense, all the 
way to the United States Supreme Court. The decision of the Su- 
preme Court, on June 6, 1946, put into effect the so-called portal-to- 
portal theory of wage payments for the first time with respect to a 
manufacturing industry. 

Although I have handled a considerable number of labor cases, I 
do not believe I can be labeled a labor lawyer. I have had many 
corporate clients, including the Canadian Pacific, the Willys-( )verland, 
the United Light & Railways, and many, many other corporations. 
} While I am speaking of my legal career, I should like to state here 
I was one of the original members and organizers of the National 
Lawyers’ Guild, which I regret to say has since fallen into considerable 
; disrepute. 

‘ I should also like to make it clear that there were numerous other 
; persons, many of them very prominent in American life today, who 
were also prime movers in this organization. 

Further, I have not, since 1945, been associated in any way with the 
National Lawyers’ Guild. 

In addition to the Erie Dispatch newspaper, which I have men- 
tioned, I or members of my family own or control, directly or indi- 
rectly, several other interests, a number of which are in the broadcast- 
ing field. These include Radio Stations WIKK at Erie, Pa.; WHOO 
at Orlando, Fla.; WTOD at Toledo, Ohio; and Television Station 
WICU., a VHF station at Erie, Pa., and I have a license for WMAC- 
TV, a UHF station, at Massillon-Canton, Ohio. 

The Edward Lamb Enterprises, Inc., and Lamb Industries, Inc., 
along with 2 dozen other corporations which I control, own amusement 
parks, office buildings, and many manufacturing companies which turn 
. out water heaters, vacuum cleaners, furnaces, and various other 
i appliances. 

In addition to the broadcasting interests enumerated above, I am 
also the purchaser, subject to the approval of the Federal Communica- 
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tions ¢ ommission, of WTVQ., a television station, a UHF station, at 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and I am the holder of a construction permit for 
WMAC iv . Massillon-Canton, Ohio, and an applicant for television 
licenses in Orlando, Fla. and in Toledo, Ohio. 

Now, to get to my experiences with the Federal Communications 
Commission, and particularly with reference to Commissioner John 
(*. Doerfer. 

\ little over a year ago I sold television station WT'VN, Columbus, 
Ohio, to the family of Senator Taft for a sum in excess of a million and 
a half dollars in cash and other considerations. Iam still a consultant 
to the Taft family on television matters. 

Shortly after that sale various routine applications I had with the 
Commission were held up. 

Newspapers and trade publications throughout the country were 
announcing that Commissioner John C. Doerfer was out to fight the 
liberal Democrat broadeaster, Edward Lamb. 

I, on the recommendation of my engineers and financial advisers, 
ought to turn back to the Government a TV grant which I had 
received at Portsmouth, Ohio. Mr. John Doerfer, personally, for 
several months, refused even to let me turn back to the Government 
this grant, but he was ultimately overruled by the full membership 
of the Commission. 

[ was given a grant at Massilon, Ohio, and found to be qualified in 
every respect. When we sought to change the site practically across 
the street, then this routine matter was held up, and is still held up, 
with no explanation, except always from the staff that it is necessary 
to “see Mr. Doerfer.” 

Now, in this grant I was found qualified and told to complete con- 
struction within 6 months. I, therefore, bought the equipment, hired 
the crew and purchased real estate, relying upon the grant and the 
order of the FCC to complete construction. 

I sought to increase the power of my Erie television station, where 
I have carried on successful telecasting for over 6 years. Every other 
application in the United States for increased power has been granted 
but, though we would increase our coverage to bring a TV service 
to more than a million people, in New York, in Biesp inne, and in 
Ohio, this application has been put on ice by Mr. Doerfer. 

We sought to sell our old TV transmitter to an educational group 
in Pittsburgh, Pa. We had a contract to sell it for $50,000. Then the 
FCC, under its policy of economic strangulation, didn’t even acknow]l- 
edge the rec eipt of our request. 

Last September, when I read and heard the public reports that Mr. 
Doerfer was out to get that Democrat, Lamb, I went to call on the 
Commission. I went first to call on Mr. Rosel Hyde, the Chairman, 
to ask him what it was all about. I had been found qualified at least 
six times previously. I asked him if they had any new information 
about me, since they had only recently announced that the FBI had 
again given me complete clearance. “Obviously,” he said, “there is no 
objection to your operations because you have won just about all 
the public service awards in the business.” 

He said that cs realized that they were being terribly unfair to me, 
but that the other commissioners were absolutely helpless in front 
of Commissioner Doerfer. 
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I am delighted to see Senator Estes Kefauver here, because 1 con 
sulted with him, with other public officials, and he called Chairman 
Hyde and he called Commissioner Doerfer and was told that they 
had no new evidence in their files, that they were making an investiga- 
tion. This was many, many months ago and he was told, as 1 was 
told, there was no new information whatsoever. 

Now, the application for renewal of my television license for sta- 
tion WICU at Erie Pa. was filed with the Commission on April 20, 
1953. In late July 1953, the Commission informed me that the grant 
of a renewal was being held up pending a study of my qualifications 
to be a licensee. Several of my other licenses were held in abeyance. 

Shortly thereafter, I called at the office of the Federal Communi- 
cations Commission and talked to the other commissioners. I talked 
to Commissioner George E. Sterling, who told me that the key to the 
problem was to see Doerfer. 

Then I did arrange an appointment and called on Commissioner 
Doerfer. This was, I believe, in September. I told Commissioner 
Doerfer that I had been reading press stories to the effect that he, 
Mr. Doerfer, had said he was interested in inquiring into my back- 
ground and alleged Communist beliefs; that I would be very happy 
to answer any questions and to assist in any investigation that he 
might see fit to undertake. 

I told him that I would finance any kind of investigation; they 
could pick any investigators they wanted, and they could send them 
any place in this world to investigate me; I would be very happy 
to pay for it if they would simply make an investigation, and I wanted 
to cooperate in every possible way. 

Doerfer replied: “I want to know something about some of your 
beliefs and opinions.” 

Whereupon I answered: “I don’t know of any authority you have 
to inquire about my beliefs, but I am an Independent Democrat and 
an Episcopalian. 

“What else do you want to know about my beliefs?’ 

Doerfer said: “Well, I used to be a Democrat.” 

And I replied: “I used to be a Republican.” 

Doerfer, after discussion of my cash position as a result of the 
Columbus television sale, got into the discussion of the fact that I 
had at one time represented various labor unions. 

I told him I had represented a wide variety of clients, including 
many unions and union members. 

Doerfer indicated that I might have occasion to regret this. 

The subject turned to a discussion of the economic changes result- 
ing from the depression, and I stated that my desire was to see the 
country improved economically, and it was in full accord with some 
of the Government programs and that there was certainly nothing 
unlawful about that. 

Doerfer’s comment was that he wanted to look into it fully and 
investigate my polictical, social, and economic opinions and beliefs. 

As I was leaving Mr. Doerfer’s office, I said: “I came by to express 
my willingness to cooperate and to answer any questions you have, 
and I hope we can terminate the deadlock and break up the log jam 
on my matters pending before the Commission. 
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Doerfer’s reply was: “It would be better if you were still a 
Republican.” 

No other or further action was taken by the Commission until March 
11, 1954, when it issued to me and gave wide publicity through press 
releases a so-called McFarland letter, setting forth that the Commis- 
sion had been informed that I did not testify truthfully in prior 
inquiries on the subject of Communist sympathies and beliefs, and 
further stating that they had “information” in their files. They said: 

This information contains charges that for a period of years, particularly 
the period of 1944 to 1948, you were a member of the Communist Party. Accord- 
ing to these charges, and particularly during the period 1944 to 1948, your name 
was included, at the direction of the then chairman of the Lucas County Com- 
munist Party, upon the list of members of the Communist Party to be solicited 
for financial contributions and, on the basis of these lists, you were actively 
solicited by officials of the Lucas County Communist Party and, in response to 
such solicitation, contributed money for the support of the said party. Fur- 
ther, the charge has been made that during the period 1934-48 you closely 
associated with members of the Communist Party. 

This letter is being written to you in accordance with the provisions of sec- 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act of 1934. In the absence of a reply from 
you concerning the above matters, your application will be subject to dismissal 
pursuant to the Commission’s rules. 


This letter, of course, received nationwide headlines and was gen- 
erally published throughout the country and in all trade publications. 

The next day I petitioned the Federal Communications Commission, 
through my counsel, to furnish me with information as to the sources 
of the alleged information, as required by section 309 (b) of the 
Communications Act, under which the Commission was proceeding. 

On March 26 the Commission issued an order denying me any infor- 
mation about these charges, these invisible informers, who the accusers 
were, if any, and we have not, to this day, on our repeated requests, 
been able to receive the slightest information as to who filed the 
so-called charges with the Commission. 

Senator Pasrorr. Were you given an opportunity to deny the alle- 
gations made in that letter before the letter was given publicity? 

Mr. Lame. Oh, no: no. The only—— 

Senator Pastore. When was that letter dated ? 

Mr. Lame. That letter was dated March the 11th, 1954. 

And, further, the chairman and Mr. Doerfer had told not only me 
but Senator Kefauver and many other people they had no evidence 
in their files. 

Senator Pasrorr. Are you saying, under oath now, the averments 
made in that letter are absolutely untrue? 

Mr. Lams. They are false and untrue, and I would like to take this 
opportunity to say under oath again—I have the statement in my 
statement—that I have never directly or indirectly been associated 
with, been a member of, a contributor or a sympathizer in any respect 
with the Communist Party, any place, at any time. 

Senator Pastore. To your knowledge, have you been investigated 
by the FBI? 

Mr. Lamp. I have been investigated by the FBI, and I have been 
cleared by the FBI, and at the request of the FCC. I have been cleared 
by the FBI. 

Senator Pasrorr. I am sorry for the interruption. 

Senator Monroney. Could I ask 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. How do you know that? 
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Mr. Lams. The Chairman wrote a letter to that effect. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Doyou have that letter? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes; we have it. , 

Senator Monroney. I think that should go into the record at this 
point. 

Mr. McGrarn. Yes. 

I would like to offer for the record the answer of Dispatch, Inc., 
and Edward Lamb, filed with the Commission, which has all the 
pertinent documents relating to the testimony here. 

(The matter referred to appears in the appendix.) 

Mr. McGraru. I will offer this as an exhibit, and Mr. Lamb can 
read the letter, or I can read it. 

This was a letter of March 17, 1952, addressed to Mrs. Berniece 
Whitmore of 519 Parade Street, Erie, Pa., signed by T. J. Slowie, 
secretary, Federal Communications Commission. 

Apparently Mrs. Whitmore had written to the Commission protest- 
ing the fact that the Lamb station had dropped a particular program 
that she was interested in. 

The Commission said : 


You may be interested in knowing that section 310 (b) of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, provides that all transfers of control of the 
licensees of broadcast facilities must receive the prior consent of this Commis- 
sion. In response to your inquiry as to whether the Commission investigates 
the qualifications of proposed purchasers, the Commission will consent to the 
transfer of control of a licensee when it decides that such transfer is in the 
public interest. In order to make this determination, consonant with section 
319 (a) of the Communications Act, is necessary to inquire into, among other 
things, the legal, technical, financial, and other qualifications of the transferee 
to operate a radio station. Such inquiry and determination can only be made 
after a careful and detailed study of all of the facts before the Commission. 

When this Commission had under consideration a previous application of Mr. 
Lamb, it withheld action until it had contacted the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion and received a summary of information in the Bureau’s files regarding 
Mr. Lamb. Upon the basis of the record and material furnished by the Federal 
3ureau of Investigation, the Commission was unable to find that he was un- 
qualified to be a licensee. For your further information, the material re- 
ferred to was furnished the Select Committee of the House of Representatives, 
80th Congress, which conducted an investigation of the activities of this Com- 
mission. A part of the file report of that Commission (H. Rept. No. 2479, 80th 
Cong., 2d sess.) was devoted to Mr. Lamb. 


I shall offer this entire document. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. What was the date of that letter 
again, please / 

Mr. McGrarn. That was dated March 17, 1952. 

Senator Monronry. Was the latter letter you referred to now, 
which you were discussing, from the Federal Communications Com- 
mission, denying you and dismissing this application, signed by the 
entire Commission ¢ 

Mr. McGratu. No. 

Mr. Lamp. It was just signed by the Secretary. 

Mr. McGrartu. It was signed by the Secretary. 

Senator Monronry. It was signed by the Secretary / 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. ' 

Senator Monroney. Purportedly representing a decision of the 
Commission ? 

Mr. Lamp. As far as I know, it is a letter of the Commission. 
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Senator Jounson of Colorado. What is the secretary’s name? 

Mr. Lams. The present Secretary is Mary Jane Morris. ‘The then 
Secretary was T. J. Slowie—S-]-o-w-i-e 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Yes. T am talking about the sig- 
nature on that letter; the letter of March 17, 1952, was signed by 
Slowie? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McGratn. That is correct. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. The letter of March 11, 1954 was 
sloned by Morris? 

Mr. Lame. Secretary Morris—Mary Jane Morris. 

There will be included in this exhibit which Mr. McGrath has just 
offered letters from many people, including one from J. Edgar Hoover 
in 1946 extolling me for my anti-Communist editorials in the news- 
paper. , 

Senator Monronry. Could you tell us, just in passing, what the 
radio program was that you drop ped that caused this inquiry ? 

Mr. Lams. U nfortunately, it was the program of Senator Taft. 
I think it was on a Meet the Press program. 

We made a strenuous effort to retain that program on our station. 

The Revere Copper Co. was the sponsor, and the sponsor canceled 
out a series of markets. 

zi personally, contacted the agencies and tried to get that program 
reinstated. 

I made every possible effort—and I don’t do it personally on all 
programs, but on that particular program, rather than have any sem- 
blance of feeling that I would be connected with dropping the pro- 
gram, I made a trip to New York and asked the sponsors if they would 
continue it. 

It was an excellent program. We would have liked very much to 
have kept it, and this lady felt there was some connection between my 
ownership of the station there at Erie, Pa., and the dropping of the 
program. 

Senator ScnorrreL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to clear up one 
thing in my mind. 

The Cuatrman. Senator Schoeppel. 

Senator ScHorrren. What progr im was this? 

Was this Revere Copper & Brass? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McGratn. Meet the Press. 

Mr. Lamp. Meet the Press. 

Senator Scnorrret. The sponsored program as we now know it, 
Meet the Press? 

Mr. Lamn. Yes, sit 

Senator Scnorrrer. And who withdrew that from your station ? 

Mr. Lamp. The sponsor. 

Senator Scnorrret. The sponsor ? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Scuorrre.. Have you anything in writing to indicate that? 

Mr. Lamp. Oh, I think we would. 

Senator Scnorrren. Could you furnish us with that? 

Mr. Lamp. Of course; yes. Yes; there would be undoubtedly a lot 
of teletypes and correspondence back between the agency and the sta- 
tion management. 
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I would like to point out that, although the FCC has re fused to dis- 
close any information to me, it has nevertheless subpenaed every 
single bit of information which I have concerning the issues involved, 
including correspondence I have had with my general counsel, General 
McGrath. 

Now, we, in filing this motion for details of what this information 
was they said they ‘had in their files, to name some of the accusers, if 
any—we were not ‘only denied any such information, but Commissioner 
Doerfer told my counsel that the request for this information was 
insolent and stupid. 

About 30 days after this letter was sent out, making this charge that 
they had information, they sent three investigators from the FCC out 
to Toledo, Ohio, and to Erie, Pa., to Columbus, Ohio, and other places 
where I have business interests. 

Senator Pastore. On that point, Mr. Lamb—— 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Who was your counsel to whom Mr. Doerfer said 
that inquiry was insolent and stupid? 

Mr. Lame. Mr. McGrath was my general counsel at that time. Mr. 
J. Lawrence Fly 

Mr. McGrarn. The response was filed by Mr. Fly, who was then 
radio counsel. I was general counsel for the company. 

This response that was referred to as insolent and stupid was a 
response that was filed by Fly, Shuebrick, Blume & Gaguine; but the 


Commissioner’s remarks that it was stupid and insolent were made 
to me. 


Senator Pasrorr. That was made to you? 

Mr. McGratn. Yes. 

Mr. Lamp. Now, these three investigators went out to Toledo, and 
the ay ti alked to a var lety of persons, I should say they also interviewed 
my former secretaries. 

Now, this was on a charge of Communist associations. 

They went to my secretary and they said: “Can you tell us—didn’t 
Mr. Lamb have some trouble with the Internal Revenue Department, 
some tax problems of some kind?” 

She said, “No; his returns were always audited by competent firms, 
and I have no knowledge of that.” 

They said, “Well, te IT us—has he ever had any marital troubles, any 
difficulties in his home, f family life?” 

And she said, as anyone else would say, that I have a delightful 
family, of which I am extremely proud. 

They inquired if I had any other secrets in my skeleton that they 
could find, if she would volunteer any such. 

They did ask her, of course, if she had ever suspected or thought 
or ever seen any evidence of any kind of Communist association, and 
she said, “Certainly not”. 

Now, these investigators went to one man and said, “Lamb has a 
television station in Erie, Pa., worth $10 million, and we’re going to 
take it away from him.” 

Now, this was all before any hearing was ordered. 

The CuatrmMan. To whom was that statement made? 

Mr. Lampe. This was made to a man named Gene Stoll. 


Senator Pasrorr. Do you know the person who approached this 
Mr. Stoll? 
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Mr. Lams. There were three. I have the names of the three investi- 
gators. One is Thomas Fitzpatrick, and another is Mr. Leahey, and 
another is named Powell. 

Mr. McGratu. William Powell. 

Mr. Lame. I think William Powell. 

Senator Pasrore. And are they connected with the FCC? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes; they are staff members of the FCC. 

Senator Smaruers. One of them is supposed to have made this 
statement ¢ 
Mr Lamp. I think it was Mr. Fitzpatrick. 

Senator Smaruers. Fitzpatrick? 

Mr. Lamps. I think so. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. And when was that investigation 
ace ¢ 

Mr. McGraru. After the charges. 

Mr. Lamrn. After the charges were filed. 

Senator Jonunson of Colorado. After the charges? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. After March 11, 1954? 

Mr. Lamp. It was a month or so after that. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. A month or so after that? 

Mr. Lamps. They were in Toledo several times. They stayed in 
room 410 of the Park Lane Hotel in Toledo, had a series of conferences 
with witnesses, and one witness they saw was taken outside by one of 
their associates, and this man’s name is Wheaton, and Wheaton came 
into our office and, without General McGrath or myself being present, 
dictated his statement, an affidavit, in which he said that he had been 
offered a bribe of $1,000 plus his expenses if he would come to Wash- 
ington and testify that Lamb had attended in 1944 a meeting at a 
place called the Lincoln House, which was some kind of a bookstore or 
some meeting place. They said if he would recall that I was at that 
meeting or made a contribution to this meeting that it would be worth 
a thousand dollars to him, plus his expenses, to come to Washington 
and testify against me. 

Senator Porrer. Who made these arrangements in Toledo? 

Mr. Lams. A man named Cummings, who was acting as the liaison 
organizer for these three FCC men who came to Toledo, Leahey, 
Fitzpatrick, and Powell. 

Senator Porrrer. Was he an employee of the FCC ? 

Mr. Lame. No. He is, I think, a sort of professional witness 

Senator Porrer. Where is his residence ? 

Mr. Lamn. Around in Communist eases. 

Senator Porrer. Where is his residence ? 

Mr. Lamp. He isin Toledo. 

Senator SaarHers. Do you have an affidavit from Mr. Stoll ? 

Mr. McGrarn. I will be glad to present that affidavit for the rec- 
ord of this committee, if the committee would like to have it. 

Senator Smaruers. How about the affidavit of Mr. Stoll, the person 
to whom one of the investigators, Mr. Fitzpatrick, said, “We’re going 
to take Mr. Lamb’s TV station away from him”? 

Do you have such an affidavit from him ? 

Mr. Lame. We don’t have the affidavit, but I’m more than positive 
he would testify. _I haven’t see him, known him, but other people have 
talked to him, and he’s made that statement in front of other people, 
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and there would be difficulty, I’m sure, that he would testify to that 
effect. 

Senator Pastorr. Now, under oath, do you admit or deny you at- 
tended that meeting at the Lincoln Bookstore ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. I would be very glad to say that I recall attending 
such a meeting, if I did. I’m not too positive, Senator. I certainly 
have no reason to say I did not attend such a meeting. 

I believe in 1944 I was a candidate for office. If not, I was very 
active in politics. I attended dozens of meetings, trade-union meet- 
ings. I spoke to at least a half dozen trade-union meetings a night, 
and I want to be as honest as I can about this. I’m perfectly willing 
to say, if other people say I was there, I was there. 

I would have been asked by probably trade-union leaders or anyone 
else to go to so-and-so, such-and-such address, make a talk, move on. 

Senator Pasrorr. Were you a candidate for public office at that 
time / 

Mr. Lams. I don’t think so. 

Senator Pasrore. Do you recall ? 

Mr. Lamp. I was very active in behalf of other candidates, though. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Lamb, you aren’t willing to say that, on the 
basis of what some person who presumably was offered a thousand 
dollars to make a statement, you were there; you wouldn’t verify that 
necessarily ? 

Mr. Lams. Verify what? 

Senator Payne. You wouldn’t verify a statement that was made by 
somebody who was presumably offered a thousand dollars to make 
such a statement ? 

Mr. Lams. That’s his statement; yes. 

Senator Payne. Yes. 

Mr. Lamp. If he wants to make a statement. 

I’m just telling the Senators what we have, the affidavits of a man 
perfectly innocently taken out by representatives of the FCC, or in 
association with the representatives of the FCC, and offered a thousand 
dollars cash if he would testify against Lamb. 

Senator ScnorrreL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Schoeppel. 

Senator ScnorrreL. Mr. Lamb, you made reference to a hotel room 
in the Park Lane Hotel, I believe. 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir; Park Lane Hotel. 

Senator Scnorpre.. In the city you referred to? 

Mr. Lams. Toledo. 

Senator Scnorrret. Do you know whether this series of interviews 
were reduced to writing or not ? 

Mr. Lamp. Some of the interviews have been reduced to writing 
and, while we have no way of knowing who all testified, some of the 
people made statements that “Here’s an innocent man being framed,” 
and they came to me and simply made up their statements and we 
do have copies of those statements. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. Let me get the time straight on this. As I 
understand it, the Commission had already arrived at a decision on 
evidence in their file ? 
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Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. A month or so later, then, we find this swarm 
of investigators going out to justify what apparently, from your tes- 
timony, had already been found. 

Mr. Lame. That’s correct. 

Senator Monroney. By the FCC? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. That is correct on the time? 

Mr. Lamp. That is correct on the time. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you very much. 

Senator Pastore. Now, was any action ever taken against your li- 
cense before that time ? 

Mr. Lamp. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. Were you ever subject to any action of revocation ? 

Mr. Lamps. Oh, no; no. 

Senator Pasrorr. Even since the time that Mr. Doerfer went on 

he Commission ? 

Mr. Lams. Except that I’m testifying about. 

Senator Pastore. I see. 

Mr. Lame. This WICU 

Mr. McGratru. That is not a revocation. 

Senator Pasrorr. And you were required on how many oc- 
casions 

Mr. Lams. That is not a revocation. 

Senator Pastore. That is not a revocation ? 

Mr. Lamp. No; they have never brought any action as to revocation. 
This is on a renewal license. 

Senator Pastore. I see. 

Mr. Lamp. They said, “Unless you deny successfully to us that you 
were never a Communist sympathizer, we will take your station away 
from you. ” 

Senator Pasrorr. Now, how many times have you said that under 
affidavit to the Commission ? 

Mr. Lamp. Well, I’m sure at least six times over the years from 
1946. 7 

Senator Pastorr. Have they ever charged you with perjury ? 

Mr. Lamp. No: no. 

Senator PASTORI . Hi: ave the ye ver acc used you of per jury? ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. They haven’t accused me, and I would like to have 
them try it. 

Senator PAsTorE. Have they ever attributed perjury to you? 

Mr. Lampe. No, sir, and if I have lied at any time I] would welcome 
the Attorney ue of the United States or anyone else doing his 
duty to bring a proceeding against me, including the testimony I 
gave here today under oath. 

I say again that I have never, directly or indirectly, been a sympa- 
thizer with a member of, directly or badiveniiy., a Communist Party, 
any time at any place. 

Senator Pasrorr. Would you be willing to say how much money 
you have tied up in radio and television investments ? 

Mr. Lamr. Well, it runs several millions of dollars, of course. 

I have in this thing, in Massillon-Canton, where I was given a grant 
with an order to put the station on the air within 6 months; I “went 








NOMINATION OF JOHN C. DOERFER TO FCC 15 


out and relied on that and bought equipment—I think the equip- 
ment alone was $250,000—hired a staff, weekly payroll, bought real 
estate, everything else, and then was allowed to sit. 

Senator Pastore. Here is another thing I would like to clear up: 
Since the letter of March 11, 1954, when you were accused of having 
Communist affiliations and tendencies, have you been allowed to con- 
duct your television and radio enterprises by the FCC ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. Oh, yes; yes. 

Senator Pastore. You are still doing business ? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes. 

Senator Pasrorr. As you were doing before? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes. 

Senator Pasrore. In spite of this letter of March the 11th? 

Mr. Lamp. Where I have operating stations, the law bars them from 
taking the property away from a man until his remedies are exhausted. 

Senator Pasrorr. They could bring revocation proceedings against 
you, couldn’t they ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. Oh, certainly they could. 

Senator Pasrorr. Have they done that? 

Mr. Lamp. No, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. They have just tied you up on a renewal? 

Mr. Lamp. It is a pl anned scheme of economic strangulation in- 
augurated by Commissioner John Doerfer, the basis and motives of 
which I’ll be glad to go into. 

Senator Pasrorr. When did you apply for your renewal? 

Mr. Lamp. April. 

Mr. McGrarn. It is on the statement. 

Mr. Lamp. 1953 

Senator Pastore. April 1953? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pasrorr. And up to today have you been given a hearing 
on that at all? 

Mr. Lamp. No, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. For the record, do you know any operating ra- 
dio or television stations that have been denied renewals when they 
come up ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. I have no knowledge of any such, Senator. 

Senator Monronry. Isn’t it a matter of actual practice that the 
renewal is practically automatic? 

Mr. Lams. Of course; yes, sir. 

Senator Monronry. And you know of no other operator of all the 
thousands of radio and TV stations who has been put through this 
type of operation ? 

Mr. Lams. No; and I have never heard, and there’s not a case in 
history where another man has been given this label, this foul label 
of Communist association by the FCC and told, “Unless you remove 
this to our satisfaction, we'll take this property, worth millions of 
dollars, away from you.’ 

I’m sure there’s no other case in American history of this. 

Senator Smatuers. Mr. Chairman, I think this ought to be cleared 
up a little bit for the record: Mr. Paes stated he never directly or 
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indirectly had any association with the Communist Party. However, 
earlier in his statement—there is no conflict in that, but—he did men- 
tion he had been active in the Lawyers’ Guild. 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smarners. I wonder if you would state how long you had 
been active in the Lawyers’ Guild and when you termin: ated your 
association with that guild, if at all. 

Mr. Lamps. Yes, sir. 

I was a member, one of the organizers of the Lawyers’ Guild. I 
think the records would show it might have been about 1939 or 1940 
that it was organized. 

I have no apologies to make for having sought to organize the 
lawyers of America into a liberal bar association to improve the 
economic status of the American lawyers. 

We at that time inaugurated neighborhood law offices and all these 
other things to extend the service of the American lawyers to the 
American people. 

During those days when the Lawyers’ Guild, after maybe 1944, 
or whenever it was, got to discussing and arguing about interna- 
tional questions, relief to Spain, or all these other things, I vehemently 
opposed it. 

I helped to organize this Lawyers’ Guild to improve the economic 
status of the American lawyer. 

Senator Smaruers. Now, can you say right there at the time it was 
organized that you did not know of any Communists in the organized 
Lawyers’ Guild or anyone who was admittedly a Communist member / 

Mr. Lamp. Is the question did I ever know of a Communist in the 
Lawyers’ Guild ¢ 

Senator Smaruers. To your own knowledge. 

Mr. Lamp. At that time / 

Senator Smaruers. That is right; at the time it was organized. 

Mr. Lamp. No, sir; I did not know of a lawyer in the Lawyers’ 
Guild, and I would say the only lawyer I ever knew turned out later 
to be a Communist was Lee Pressman, and you could have knocked 
me over with a feather when he testified before some congressional 
committee that he had, in fact, been a member of the Communist 
Party. I did not know it certainly when I was in the Lawyers’ Guild. 

Senator Smatuers. Do you know whether or not any of those men 
who helped you organize that Lawyers’ Guild subsequently became 
outstanding lawyers, well-known non-Communist lawyers ? 

Mr. Lampe. Of course; Justice Robert Jackson; Thurman Arnold, 
and Judge Holly. 

The presidents of the group, while I was the vice president, were 
Ferdinand Pecora, a judge in New York, and Judge ities »y, the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court of Minnesota. 

I think when I resigned in 1945 the person who took my position 
as vice president was Judge Hurd of Cleveland. 

Senator Smatuers. Why did you resign? What we re the circum- 
stances surrounding your resignation from the Lawyers’ Guild? 

Mr. Lamp. I had always fought vigorously against this business of 
putting a lawyers’ group into the international field. 

[ think we had a good job—I still think there is a job to be done 
in organizing American lawyers for their own economic welfare, but 
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I do not think an American bar association or a national, Federal bar 
association can solve the international problems of the world—and, 
as a matter of fact, Judge John Gutnecht, the present attorney gen- 
eral, was one of the presidents of the Lawyers’ Guild when I was in 
it and he would come before these Senators in a minute and testify 
I was a leader of the anti-Communist groups always in the Lawyers’ 
Guild. 

Now, I belonged to numerous of these organizations back in the 
depression days. There was some committee, “Committee for the Pro 
tection of Foreign Born. Frequently I would be called on the tele- 
phone, and Dorothy Thompson and other prominent people would say, 
“We've got some kind of group organizing to resist the arrest of some 
pickets some place,” and my name, as a civil-liberties lawyer, frequently 
was used, and I wouldn’t know to this day how my name was used any 
more than anyone else would. 

Senator SMaruers. When you say you were the leader of the anti- 
Communist group, you did recognize there were some Communists 
in the Lawyers’ Guild ? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes; there is no question in my mind there was a Red, 
pro-Red element. Whether they were members, I’m just not in a 
position to say. I don’t know. 

Senator Smatruers. And when did you say you resigned from that 
‘ganization ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. In 1945. 

Senator Smatuers. And was it because, as you say, your belief that 
the Lawyers’ Guild was not representing the lawyers? 

Mr. Lams. That is correct. 

Senator Porrer. What form did your resignation take from the 
Lawyers’ Guild ? 

Mr. Lams. That was both a letter and a statement at a meeting. 

Senator Porrer. Do you have a copy of the letter? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes; I think we would h: ave that. In fact, I am quite 
sure. (The letter is at the end of the hearing.) 

Senator Porrer. Can yuu supply that to the committee ? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes; I will be very glad to. 

Senator Pasrorr. Was this membership of yours in the Lawyers 
Guild a subject of the affidavits you filed when you filed for your 
original application ? 

Mr. Lamps. No. I listed with the Commission all of the organiza- 
tions and my activities, business activities, social, church, and every 
other. 

Senator Pastore. Did you include that, too? 

Mr. Lamp. Oh, yes; yes, sir. It’s been in Who’s Who for 

Senator Pastore. In other words, the facts you are talking about 
now were known to the Commission at the time you were originally 
granted the application ? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pastore. And what you are trying to say is every time your 
renewal comes up, they turn you inside out all over again ? 

Mr. Lame. Well, they hadn’t until Mr. Doerfer took the position that 
he’s taken. 

Now, I just point out, if I may, one thing I would like to have these 
Senators think about: If it happened to you, what can you do? 
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It’s my good fortune to have written quite a bit and, so, I have at 
least recorded what I have said. 

My editorials over the years attacking communism—in 1946 when 
this man, through the Commission, said I was a member of the Com- 
munist Party, we have editorials demanding that the Communist Party 
of the United States be outlawed: we have editorials on The Viper in 
Our Bosom. We have editorials. and I have a letter which we attached 
to this answer from the chairman of the Communist Party of Ohio, 
attac ‘king me for my hostile poin t of view on Radio St: ition \W TOD i In 
my home town of Toledo, a letter attacking us from the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. McGrarn. May | interrupt to say a complete list of the editor- 
ials and their subject matter in the years in question, 1944-48, that 
were written by Mr. Lamb or under his direction and appeared in the 
Erie Dispatch are all outlined in this exhibit, every one of them, and 
there is not one that appeared during that time that was not hostile to 
the Communist cause. 

Mr. Lame. The problem faced by a businessman, and possibly this is 
the first time in American history that a businessman has had this 
Communist tag put on him for pecuniary purposes, presented a 
problem, how to meet it. 

We gathered together all of the letters and affidavits and evidence we 
could. 

I ran a series of advertisements in the New York Times and a lot of 
other newspapers and magazines all over the United States, that— 

I'll offer $10,000 reward—the money is on deposit at the Ohio Citizens & Trust 
Co. in Toledo, Ohio—to anyone who will disprove my repeated non-Communist 
affidavits 

and I even set forth in the ad the non-Communist statements, and here 
it is: 

If there’s any character, any person so depraved or money hungry that he 
wants to bear false witness against me, let him step up and disprove these 
non-Communist affidavits. 

And I ran them all over the United States, in national magazines, so 
that it would reach every place. Iran them here in Washington: 

If there is any member of the Commission who has any evidence that I ever 


was a member of a Communist Party, here is the money; and it’s on deposit, and 
pick it up. 

I just pose the question: 

It can happen to a Democrat. It can happen to a Republican. It can happen 
to a businessman. It can happen to anyone else. 

Now, we filed an answer listing these various letters and editorials 
attacking communism and so forth. 

I also put in letters of persons of unquestioned integrity and long- 
standing acquaintance with me, bearing on my character, loyalty, and 

ner iting any Communist connections on my part. 
Under oath : again I denied the so-called che arges., 

The letters were from members of my own church, the pastor of 
my ee who has known me for many, many years; an affidavit 
from J. Howard McGrath. who is known to you and known to me as 
being a leader in the anti-Communist movement in this country, and 
now the executive vice president of my companies, and I must say 
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that, even though we have known each other well, he certainly checked, 
doublechecked, and rechecked every phase of my life before becoming 
associated with me in this official capacity. 

Now, this answer, filed by my counsel, specifically questioned the 
authority of the FCC to conduct an inquiry as toa licensee’s veracity 
under section 309 of the Communications Act and pointed out the 
same inquiries had previously been conducted by the Commission and 
urged that, under section 309 the burden of proceeding with the in- 
troduction of evidence and the burden of proof are imposed upon 
the applicant, whereas in a proper p proceeding instituted under sec- 
tion 312 of the act, which authorizes revocation of a license for “false 
statements knowingly made”—both of these burdens are placed upon 
the Commission, and in so attempting to shift these burdens the Com- 
mission is violating its own act, the act of Congress, and denies the 
licensee due process of law. 

An opportunity to be heard orally on the legal questions raised by 
this answer was respectfully requested. No answer or opportunity 
for such argument has ever been given me, nor was any request even 
ac knowledged. 

When Ge neral McGrath asked could we come before the Commis- 
sion, “if there’s anything you want to ask Lamb or me, or anything 
about this, let us come over and he'll testify ; he'll cooperate any pos- 
sible way with the Commission’’—and his request for a hearing before 
the Commission wasn’t even acknowledged. 

Since the Commission took no action on our reply to their Mc- 
Farland letter for more than a month, a suit was filed against them 
by me and several of my companies. 

We stated in the complaint that— 
having many times answered the charges against me, I now sadly and re- 
luctantly raise the question as to whether the Commission was authorized to 
inquire into past Communist affiliation. 

I raised the questions solely to put these charges at rest once and 
for all. 

Also, I questioned the right of the Commission to shift the burden 
of proof from itself to me by proceeding against me on a renewal 
application rather than by revocation. 

The United States district court here in Washington dismissed 
our suit, saying that we must exhaust our remedies before this ad- 
ministrative agency; we must go back to Mr. Doerfer and exhaust 
our remedies before him. 

We did, however, succeed in having the court enjoin a Commission 
hearing scheduled for July 28, until we could perfect an appeal. 
This scheduled hearing, incidentally, was not ordered by the Com- 
mission until our suit was filed against it. And it’s a happy coinci- 
dence that the putting down of a hearing before the examiner, an 
examiner of the Commission, not before the full Commission, but 
before an examiner—that notice was sent out to me the same day that 
the nomination of Mr. Doerfer was sent out to the Senate. 

Senator JoHnson of Colorado. July 28 of what year? 

Mr. Lamp. This year; of *54. 

It could take years, of course, and this economic strangulation proc- 
ess can be continued forever. 

The judge did say, in that case, that—— 
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Senator SMATHE You didn’t say July, this year, did you? 

Mr. Lamp. July 28 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. July 28 of this year. 

Senator Porrrr. Set a hearing for July 28. 

Senator SmarHeErs. Oh! 

Mr. Lamp. Set a hearing before the examiner on that date. 

Senator Smaruers. I see. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. Set a hearing before the examiner 
be heard on July 28 
Mr. Lams. They may 
Mr. McGrarn. It is set by issues on a proceeding which we contend 
is wholly illegal and improper, and a hearing is set to come in and 
answer these charges without yet having been given a copy of the in- 
dictment and knowing what the basis of the charges is. 

The Commission says they don’t have to give us that information, 
even though the clear language of the statute would imply that they 
should and must; but they say, inasmuch as there are no complaints 
filed against Mr. Lamb by anybody at all, the language of the statute 
requiring them to give the information of the source of their com- 
plaints applies only where complaints have been made by outside 
people. They say they have no complaints from anybody against Mr. 
Lamb, that this is an action of the Commission itself, and, therefore, 
the provision of the statute requiring the furnishing of information 
does not apply. 

We think that is wholly erroneous, and that is one of the questions 
we hope to test in the ¢ ourts. 

Mr. Lams. Judge Tamm of the United States district court did say 
it was obvious that Lamb was being bled as a result of this action, but 
the incision had been made and a court, in his opinion, must send the 
party, the aggrieved party back to the administrative agency to ex- 
haust its remedies before the court can act. 

Senator Jonnson from Colorado. It is just a bit confusing to me. 
I am not speaking as an attorney. I know nothing about the fine 
technical and legal aspects of the case, but you have been trying to get 
ahearing. You have been trying to bring this toa head. Why would 
you be opposed to a hearing before an examiner on July 28, 1954? 

Why wouldn’t you go willingly to such a hearing and establish what 
the witness is attempting to establish here before this committee, that 
he has been wrongly charged ? 

Mr. McGrarn. “May I answer that? 

It is a legal question. 

The reason we object is that we are unable to feel that we can safely 
bear the burden of proof that has been cast on us, which belongs on 
the C samme. 

We have been seeking a hearing for a year or more. We welcome 
a hearing, and we know that eventually these problems have probably 
got to be settled by some sort of a hearing; but we think it ought to 
be a hearing in which the Commission would at least furnish us the 
basis of their information so we can prepare a defense. 

We don’t want to go into a star-chamber proceeding before the 
Commission. 

Now, the statute gives us that right, and that is all we are seeking. 


i 
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Senator Pastore. Aren't you actually saying that, legally, you think 
the hearings should be predicated upon the charge of revocation 
rather than upon the application of renewal 

[sn’t that what you are trying to say ¢ 

Mr. McGrarn. I am trying to say that it should be that but at least 
the Commission should be required to furnish us the names, the source, 
and the nature of the information that they rely upon. 

Senator Pastore. And let me get this straight: In the case of revo- 
cation, the Commission will have to prove that Mr. Lamb is 
unqualified ? 

Mr. McGraru. That is correct. 

Senator Pasrorr. In the case of renewal, Mr. Lamb will have to 
prove he is qualified ¢ 

Mr. McGratru. That is correct. 

Senator Pasrorr. In the face of the charges already made. 

Mr. McGraru. That is correct, Senator. 

The decisions are all to the effect that the burden of proof which 
Congress casts upon a licensee when he comes up for renewal is merely 
to prove that he has used his facilities in the public interest while 
he has them. It has nothing to do with regard to carrying the burden 
of proof regarding his past life or past conduct, but merely how did 
he use these facilities during the period for which the license is 
expiring. 

A licensee can easily bear that type of burden of proof, but no 
licensee can bear the type of burden of proof they are casting upon 
Mr. Lamb. 

Senator Monroney. Without any specific charges being presented, 
you might go in on one charge and might run into a question con- 
cerning your personal, private life ? 

Mr. Lame. We don’t know what the charges are today. 

Senator Monronry. The investigation of your marital affairs, or 
anything of that kind. 

Senator JonNnson of Colorado. Wouldn’t the March 11, 1954, charges 
of necessity be the charges ? 

Senator Monroney. They are not bound by those. 

Mr. McGraru. The letter of March 11 

Senator Monronery. They wouldn’t be bound in any way by the 
letter. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. I realize the examiner 

Mr. McGraru. They are asked to inform us who complains against 
us. 

How can Mr. Lamb know in a hearing of that kind what evidence 
to adduce to question the credibility of witnesses unless he knows 
who those witnesses are going to be. 

What is there that requires this to be a surprise act ? 

If they have a record, let’s tell them we will have to meet it, and 
ve are anxious to meet it. 

The Cuarrman. Is that your only basis to the instant proceedings ? 

Mr. McGratu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. On March 1, 1954, certain charges 
were made; isn’t that right ? 

Mr. McGratu. That is correct. 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Jounson of Colorado. You have denied those charges and 
said they were false charges ? 

Mr. McGrarn. But they don’t say who made them. 

Mr. Lams. That wasn’t a charge, Senator, really. They said—— 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. This is the letter from Mary 
Morris? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes. They said they have “information in our ~ 
Now, you disprove this information or we'll set the case down for 
hear ing.” 

That was the nature of the letter. 

So, we — this answer, including letters from J. Howard McGrath 
and from J. Edgar Hoover and all these other men of integrity and 
loyalty, and then, after looking at our answer, nothing happened as 
to whether we should get a hearing. 

We then go into court and ask them to require the Commission to 
disclose what this is all about. 

We don’t know to this day what the charges are. 

How would I know or would any American citizen known who the 
so-called investigators have gone to and talked to and will come up 
with some kind of scandalous charges against me, for a price ? 

Senator Pasrorr. Doesn’t it amount to this: Somebody called you 
a thief; you asked “What have I stolen?” 

Mr. Lamp. That is correct. 

Senator Pastore. You are told, “None of your business” ? 

Mr. Lams. Or even from whom did we steal it. 

What is it we have done? 

I can scream, “Outrage; an American citizen is being outraged by 
using either the instigation of competitors or people who want to buy 
the station at a depressed price”—I can say these things—‘“and you 
can’t say nasty things; you can’t call me nasty names,” and I can run 
ads and offer to pay a reward to anyone who will disprove my sworn 
statements. 

What else can an American citizen do? 

We do have certain laws that the Congress pass, and section 399 of 
the act gives you the right to revoke a license, and section 312 gives 
you a right to renew a license, under certain conditions, and we want 
to abide ‘by those provisions of the act of Congress, but we know it’s 

. loaded deck. We know that it’s loaded because of Commissioner 
ain ©. Doerfer’s personal interest in and so-called crusade against 
me as a Democrat. 

We know that, if this can happen—I don’t come before you Sena- 
tors—I know the risk I am taking, with millions and millions of dollars 
of property involved. I know the risk I am taking in coming here, 
but we know also that this is a matter that affects every single broad- 
caster in the United States. 

As a man of integrity and honor, I think I owe the obligation 
to my family; I think I owe the obligation to the industry, to my 
associates, to come here and outline this problem that I am being 
confronted with today: and if they are successful in smearing me, 
ruining me, destroying my reputation, they can do it to the next 
man just as easily. 

I know most of you men, many of you. I hope many of you know 
me. I hope you will never at least—if anyone ever said I was Red, 
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which I vehemently deny, I know no one will ever say I was yellow 
in the face of an industry ‘fight. 

This is an industry fight. 

Obviously, many people are not in a position to stand up and resist 
a frameup such as this. 

Many people are not in this position. 

I have nothing but my property to lose and the name which I 
am passing on to my son, a private in the United States Army, and 
I want that name always to be a good one, and it will be a good 
one if I check out tomorrow. At least the name is going to pass 
to the son, I hope, with honor. 

Senator Monronry. Mr. Chairman, may I ask: Radio stations are 
licensed for 5 years, aren’t they ? 

Mr. Lamp. Three years. 

Mr. McGrarn. Three years. 

Senator Monroney. Three years. 

Television stations are licensed for how long before renewal? 

Mr. Lams. They were licensed for 1 year; now 3 years. 

Senator Monroney. So that the case before us today on the ability 
of the Commission without furnishing any series of charges or evi- 
dence of the wrongdoing specified as would normally be required in 
the revocation case, is the same type of case that every radio station 
and every television station in this land could be subject to, through 
this same type of operation ? 

Mr. Lamp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monroney. Without knowing what the charges are, having 
any detail of the wrongdoing or who made those charges ? 

Mr. Lamp. That is correct. 

Senator Monroney. I thank you. 

The Cuarrman. That matter has all been presented in court ? 

Mr. Lames. No. 

Mr. McGraru. No; it hasn’t all been presented. 

The Cuatrman. How did the matter come before the court? On 
affidavit ? 

Mr. McGratn. No; on testimony. 

The CHarrMan. On testimony ? 

Mr. McGratn. Yes, but—— 

The CuairMan. Were these facts testified to before the court? 

Mr. McGratnu. The court said Mr. Lamb had been seriously injured, 
but he couldn’t stop the injury, and therefore, he saw no course but 
to pursue the administrative remedy to the end. 

The CHatrrman. He sent you back to the Commission ? 

Mr. McGratn. We are, of course, going to the circuit court on that. 

The CuarrmMan. Then it is set down before the Commission for a 
hearing on the 28th of July ? 

Mr. McGrarn. That is correct. 

The Cnarrman. But that has been now suspended by the court 
until your appeal can be perfected 

Mr. McGratu. That is right. 

We will attempt to get a further stay. Whether we will be suc- 
cessful or not is problematical. We don’t know how the court will 
look at it, but what we are saying to this committee is 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, if the court does not. sts ry it, you have your 
hearing before the Commission ? 
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Mr. McGrarnu. We are forced then into a hearing in which I con- 
tend that my clients are being denied due process of law because they 
are forced to answer up to the equivalent of the indictment. 

The Cuamman. That is a legal question now before the court ? 

Mr. McGrartu. That is correct. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuamMan. Yes, Senator Johnson. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. May I ask General McGrath this 
question: When these examiners hold a hearing on any question, prior 
to the actual hearing—well, it is a matter of the hearing process, as 
I understand it—the two parties appear before the examiner and 
more or less informally talk over the charges that are to be made and 
the scope of the hearing. 

Mr. MceGraru. Well, I am not—— 

Senator JoHNnson of Colorado. I am sure that is done when some- 
one applies for a license to operate a television station. They come 
in and they talk about the scope of the hearing and what the hearing 
is about and what they expect to prove, and these hearings are usually 
very limited. 

I know some of the applicants for a license complained about the 
limitations that the examiner in the preliminary hearing plaees upon 
the evidence that is going to be made there and given. 

Now, is that the way they would proceed in this case ? 

Mr. McGraru. That is the way they normally proceed, but that is 
not the way they proceeded in this case. They simply notified us the 
hearings would start on the 28th of July. 

The CruatrmMan. Now, if you do have this hearing on the 28th of 
July and testimony is presented on behalf of the Commission and on 
behalf of the applicant here, then that matter goes to the full 
Commission ? 

Mr. McGrarn. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The examiner has no authority outside of recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. McGraru. He makes his report. 

The Cuarrman. Then you can supplement that testimony with other 
testimony if you cared to? 

Mr. McGrarnu. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. If the Commission permits it ? 

Mr. McGratn. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Then you have the right of argument before the 
Commission ? 

Mr. McGraru. Yes. 

The CHairman. And then the matter has an appeal under the 
Administrative Procedures Act? 

Mr. McGrarnu. Yes. 

We still contend that we are entitled under the statute to—— 

The Cuarman. That is the only question now ? 

Mr. McGratu. Yes. That isa question of law; yes. 

Senator Monroney. On that point—— 

The Cuamman. That is before the court, isn’t it? 

Mr. McGraru. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. On that point, however, if the Commission in 
its determination felt this was important enough, since it was the first 
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of this kind that had occurred in the history of broadcasting, appar- 
ently to have set it down for hearing before the Commission instead 
of before an examiner—— 

Mr. McGrarn. May I call attention to the committee this practice 
of the Commission waiting for a renewal of a license to bring charges 
against a licensee has gone on for a considerable period of time. It 
is a complete evasion of the statute which this committee ought to be 
interested in. Asa matter of fact, the Attorney General of the United 
States has severely criticized the practice in a report issued several 
years back. In other words, if a licensee comes in today and they 
find out he lied about his license or lied about the ownership or mis- 
representation, they don’t take any action of revocations; they simply 
wait until his renewal comes up and then shift the burden of proof 
to him. 

It is a mean, vicious practice that is universally followed by the 
Commission and which should be stopped. 

The CuarrmMan. That has been going on for a long time. 

Mr. McGrarn. It has, Senator, and it should be stopped. 

Senator ScnorrreL. Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Senator Schoeppel. 

Senator Scuorrret. As I view this thing—let me get my orienta- 
tion—Doerfer is here before this committee today on a suggested 
reappointment to a position on the Commission, and you are opposing 
his position at the present time or his renomination for another term 
with the FCC? 

Mr. Lamp. That is correct. 

Senator Scuorrren. I think we are injecting in here, and rightly 
or wrongly—it may be proper—another situation that I think, 
as I view it, goes to the conduct of this department downtown here, 
which ties in, of course, but I do think it 1s a matter that probably 
should be gone into and cleared up once and for all if these types of 
practices prevail. 

Mr. McGratu. These practices prevailed, Senator, long before Com- 
missioner Doerfer went on the Commission. 

Senator Scnorrret. I rather gather that, but I am trying to focus 
this thing now. If we are going to go into the investigation of the 
fitness of this man who is before us for nomination or as to his preju- 
dicial attitude or his unfair conduct, that is one thing, and as it relates 
to the conduct of the Commission’s activities, as it relates to your 
client here, Senator McGrath, but I do not think that we would want 
to get into the field of trying out here or getting into our record a 
complete situation as to the attitude and the conduct and the activities 
of this Commission. 

Now, rightfully, as I see it, the situation should be corrected if 
these practices are as related. 

Mr. McGrarn. I wholly agree. You have stated the opposition 
correctly. We are here today to present our experience with Commis- 
sioner Doerfer in the hope the committee may see in it the lack of 
judicial conduct, the lack of proper conduct on the part of a public 
official, and these matters are side issues. 

The Cuarrman. Just one more question in regard to the case: 
Should the circuit court of appeals deny the stay of the hearing and 
order the Commission to submit to you, which is within its jurisdic- 
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tion, any charges that may have been filed or any matters they have 
in their files in regard to Mr. Lamb, of course, the Commission would 
have to comply with that? 

Mr. McGrarn. Yes, sir. 

The Cyarrmman. And that is a matter within the province of the 
court ¢ 

Mr. McGrarnu. Yes. 

We will attempt to get it that way, also. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. McGrarn. But we complain here today against Commissioner 
Doerfer for not following what is the clear language of the statute, 
for not giving a citizen the right to defend himself. 

The Cuamman. Of course, he cannot act singly. The Commission 
acts as a whole. 

Mr. McGrarn. Well, we have presented testimony here that the 
Commission has been cowed by Commissioner Doerfer; that everyone 
has said, T believe, as I sit here and testify, that the rest of the mem- 
bers of the Commission do not, as of today, even though they have 
issued this so-called indictment by way of the McFarland letter, know 
the testimony that they are going to rely on because they have all 
told us, and as much as in effect say, SW e don’t know, you have to 
see Doerfer. He is the one to tell you.” 

The Cuatrman. That objection, then, runs to the Commision as 
well as to Doerfer? 

Mr. McGraru. Well, it does. It certainly does, Senator. 

And hereafter they draw this indictment. Then they send agents 
out to gather evidence to support it. 

It is a vicious sort of thing. 

I think when Commissioner Doerfer takes the stand, he ought to 
be asked what instructions he gave these investigators when they 
went out to Toledo. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have any further statement ? 

Mr. Lamp. I would like to conclude my statement. 

Senator Butter of Maryland. I would like, Mr. Chairman, to ask 
one question. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Senator Burier of M: aye and. I got here very late, but from what 
I have heard since I have been here, General McGrath, you are not 
complaining about any action on the part of Mr. Doerfer individu- 
ally; you are just complaining about how the Commission handles 
this type of situation ? 

Mr. McGratu. Oh, no. 

Senator Burier of Maryland. And has from time immemorial 
handled it? 

Mr. McGrarn. No. We are complaining about Mr. Doerfer’s con- 
duct in relation to the Lamb matters. We contend Mr. Doerfer has 
wholly and individually been responsible for this situation, that he 
has placed the Commission probably in a position where it can’t func- 
tion, but that his whole attitude has been one of meanness and con- 
tempt, contempt toward these properties and this applicant, and total 
disregard for their economic well-being; and we contend that his con- 
duct is unbecoming a public official, ‘and that goes directly to Mr. 
Doerfer’s qualific ations. 
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Senator Burier of Maryland. I didn’t hear any of that testimony. 
I am sorry. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, Senator Johnson. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. I would like to make just this very 
brief observation: About the only opportunity this committee has to 
go into the operation of the Commission is when one of the Commis- 
sioners comes before us for confirmation and other times we can bring 
them up here and talk to them, but what we say to them may fall on 
deaf ears; but at a time when a confirmation is before us is the time 
for this committee and for this Senate to find out what goes on. 

The Cuamman. I might say the subcommittee was appointed and, 
as you remember, at our meeting here, directed to call the Commis- 
sion down here and to look into the operations of the Commission so 
that we might be kept abreast of all their operations and those hear- 
ings have gone on. They have taken a kind of side issue now on this 
UHF and VHF matter, but I think we are going to get a pretty good 
record. 

Senator Potter is the chairman of that committee, and we have had 
rather extensive hearings, and all these matters will be gone into by 
the subcommittee. 

I think the Senator is right, that heretofore we have been a little 
bit negligent in not keeping abreast of everything that has gone on 
down there and to see whether the law is complied ‘with or not. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. This gives us a golden opportunity, 
with some authority, to find out what is happening. 

The Cuamman. Do you have anything further ? 

Mr. Lamp. Could I just read my last paragraph, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuairman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Lams. Although I feel I have been the undeserving victim of 
a wanton, malicious, and depraved attack upon me by Commissioner 
John C. Doerfer, I, nevertheless, do not want to appear here in a 
vindictive mood, nor do I expect or desire retribution through action 
by this committee. I leave that to the courts. 

The Cuatrman. We have no appellate jurisdiction over the Com- 
mission at all in any individual case. 

Mr. Lame. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is what I tried to bring out a while ago. 

Mr. McGrartn. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. When I asked the Attorney General about the rec- 
ord in court. 

Mr. McGrarn. Yes. 

Mr. Lamp. I believe it’s my obligation as an American citizen, and 
in the broadcasting industry, which this committee and the Commis- 
sion regulate, to appear before this committee to discuss the qualifica- 
tions of a person who takes a quasi-judicial office. 

I cannot, in good conscience, stand idly by and watch with detached 
reflection the perpetration of this threat to the industry, to which I 
have devoted so much time and to which the entire Nation owes so 
much. 

Obviously, I don’t want to go down in history as the first business- 
man who has had to face the outrageous charge of being a Communist 
or face the consequences of an administrator’s wrath. 








28 NOMINATION OF JOHN C. DOERFER TO FCC 

it happened in other countries and I hate to think it can happen in 
my own beloved country. I am an independent Democrat and I am 
now being persecuted by Mr. Doerfer through his control of a Federal 
license. If this happens to a Democrat it can later happen to a 
Republican. 

I am hopeful the Senators of the United States, so many of whom I 
have known, will weigh the qualifications of a man who permits 
personal motives to outweigh the equities which are administered 
under his quasi-judicial office. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any further questions / 

Senator Porrer. Could you list briefly the specific charges you have 
against Mr. Doerfer ¢ 

Mr. Lamp. The charges? 

Senator Porrer. The specific reasons why he shouldn’t be confirmed 
as a member of the Commission. 

Mr. Lams. A member of a commission set up by Congress to regulate 
the broadcasting industry is given a tremendous authority in a quasi- 
judicial position over the licenses and property given to citizens. I 
believe that a man who sits as judge should not lean over the bench and 
say, before he decides it, “Are you a Republican or are you a Demo- 
crat?” 

Senator Porrrer. The point is: One—he inquired into your political 
beliefs ? 

Mr. Lamp. That is correct. 

Senator Porrer. All right. What else? 

Mr. Lame. He inquired into my social beliefs. He inquired into my 
legal representation, my clients. He inquired into my financial posi- 
tion, which has great significance. 

Senator Porrerr. Is it your testimony that if Mr. Doerfer hadn't been 
on the Commission, this wouldn’t have happened ? 

Mr. Lame. There is no question it never would have happened. 

There is no evidence in the Commission—the Chairman of the Com- 
mission has told me; told Senator Estes Kefauver; has told General 
McGrath—he has told everyone else representing me, or at least in- 
quired, that they had no evidence and that we should go see one man 
always. Every member of the Commission said, “Mr. Doerfer is the 
key to your problem.” 

The Cuatrman. That complaint would run against the Commis- 
sion rather than against Mr. Doerfer for giving him that obligation ? 

Mr. Lamp. I mean if you want to ask or verify it with other mem- 
bers of the Commission—any of these statements—they told me to go 
see Commissioner Doerfer—I’ll be glad to have you do it. 

The Cramman. They assume full responsibility for that assign- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Lame. Yes; but Chairman Hyde says, “I’m helpless.” 

Senator Porrer. They still vote down there, don’t they ? 

Mr. Lamp. Pardon. 

Senator Porrer. They still vote down there. Now, could I pursue 
another course for just one moment ? 

You mentioned your past affiliation with the Lawyers’ Guild. Have 
you ever been a member of any other organization which has been 
listed by the Attorney General as being a subversive organization ? 
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Mr. Lamp. First, I will say the Lawyers’ Guild has not been listed 
as a subversive organization. 

Senator Porrer. Yes. 

Mr. Lamp. Secondly, I was not a member after 1945. ‘Thirdly, the 
other groups, the letterhead organizations—I should say specifically 
I was never a member of any organization after the Attorney Genet ‘al 
made such a list of the subversive organization, any place, any time, 
any organization. 

Before that, years before, I was a member of many letterhead or- 
ganizations, some of whom I never heard of evidently, but I was 
never a member of any organization on a subversive list, on the At- 
torney General’s subversive list. 

The Cuarrman. I think you made the first list, didn’t you? 

Mr. McGratu. No; it was made by Attorney General Clark. 

The CHarrman. Was it just before you went in? 

Mr. McGrarn. Yes. 

Mr. Lamp. I think General McGrath did, however, indict and prose- 
cute the 11 top Communists. 

Mr. McGrarnu. I made some additions to the list and I instituted 
the original prosecutions of the top Communists. 

The Smith Act had just come into effect when I went down to the 
Department. 

Senator Porrer. I have nothing further. 

The Cuamman. Anything further? 

Anything further ? 

Senator Monroney. Going back to what Senator Potter said after 
your testimony, I believe the burden of the testimony was that you 
felt Commissioner Doerfer was not suitable to sit on the Federal Com- 
munications Commission, holding life-and-death power over the radio 
and television industry, when partisan or personal feelings might pre- 
vent him from judging the facts in the case before him; isn’t that about 
the summary of your appearance here? 

Mr. Lamp. That is correct. 

Senator Monronery. And the testimony you have given today has 
been in the way of a background of case history to substantiate that 
general thesis. 

Mr. Lamp. And his unfairness. He not only inquired into my po- 
litical party attachment and condemned me for being a Democrat, but 
he went into the question of the political affiliation of my attorneys 
and made such cracks against having Democrats as attorneys—not 
only to me but to General McGrath and others. 

He also is unqualified to sit in a judicial capacity for this reason: 
He said to General McGrath, when Mr. McGrath went over to vol- 
unteer any kind of cooperation we could possibly give them, “Why 
should Ed Lamb squawk? If he’s so rich and he’s economically 
harmed a bit, who is he to cry? I can’t shed any tears over a man 
that’s so wealthy.” 

In other words, one form of justice for a rich citizen; another form 
of justice for one not so lucky. 

Senator Pasrorr. Do you confirm that, Mr. McGrath ? 

Mr. McGrartn. Those were not his exact words, but they were the 
import of his words. 
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I made a final plea that economic harm was being done to Mr. Lamb, 
and he said, “I can’t bring myself to tears over the plight of a man 
who has made so much money. He can afford to lose some of it. 

The Cuaiman. Do you remember how the Richards case came up‘ 

Was that upon ap plication for renewal or was that upon charge by 
the Commission ¢ 

Mr. McGraru. That was upon renewal. 

The Cuarrman. Upon renewal ? 

Mr. McGrarn. I wouldn’t be positive, but I’m pretty certain it was 
on renewal. 

The Cuamman. Do you remember the court case that came up and 
lasted so long ¢ 

Mr. McGraru. I don’t believe there is any major case on revoca- 
tion I have come across, but I wouldn’t want to be any authority of 
that. 

I would be happy to look it up and provide the information. 

The Cuarrman. If we can get it for the record, it is important. 

Is there anything further ? 

If not, you may be excused. 

Senator Monronry. May I ask one more question ? 

The CuatrMan. Yes. 

Senator Monronery. During all these conferences, hearings, nego- 
tions, filing of affidavits and a few answers by the Federal Communi- 
cations Commission, has there ever been any charge by the Federal 
Communications Commission that your radio stations or your tele- 
vision stations have been operated other than on a basis of 100 per- 
cent loyalty to our form of government ? 

Mr. Lamp. Obviously not. We have won every interfaith award. 
We've won all the public service awards in the business. 

Chairman Hyde told me—in fact, he said in the letter, “We have 
no complaint against your operation. You’re a successful operator.” 

We have made it a success by making it an extremely effective in- 
strument of public service. 

I would defy any person in this room to even appear in a hearing 
without being dragged up to our television or radio stations for inter- 
views. I know of no program—— 

The Cuamrman. That is, if they would drag. 

Mr. Lamp. That is the major job. 

But we do have—I’m sure the records would show that we carry 
more religious programing, and have on my Erie television station, 
than any other television station in the United States. 

I mean, that is a generality, but we carry a program of “Your 
Church”—interfaith service, half hour every day; Sunday mornings 
we have both Catholic and Protestant services, and many other re- 
ligious programs during the week. 

Senator Monroney. There has never been any complaint or charge 
at all that your radio stations or your television stations have been 
operated other than on the basis of 100 percent loyalty to our form 
of government ? 

Mr. Lamr. Never any complaint. There has never been any. 

Senator Monronry. And, more specifically, with respect to the one 
which they are now denying the renewal rights? 

Mr. Lame. That is correct. 
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Senator Monronry. And apparently the whole complaint, which 
has been documented in their letter of March 11, would not be di- 
rected in any way to the operation of this public trust; but on the 
basis of whatever background, and the secret files of the Federal 
Communications Commission, and unverified and perhaps unchecked 
and unscreened information, may have drifted in you are being denied 
the right to renew this station / 

Mr. Lams. That is correct, sir. 

The Criatrman. Now, you don’t krow that surely, certainly ? 

Mr. Lamps. We don't. 

The Cuarrman. Not until such time as the hearing might be held; 
isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Lams. We have no evidence. I am not certain they even have 
any evidence. 

Mr. Doerfer—if he has anything in his files, whether it is purchased 
or not—at least should lay it on the table. 

The Cuairman. Have you any evidence that anything has been 
purchased ? 

Mr. Lamp. We have an affidavit from a man who was offered $1,000 
to come down here and frame me. 

The Cuatrman. Is that in the files / 

Mr. McGraru. We could furnish it. 

If requested, we would be glad to furnish it. 

The Cuarrman. Would you furnish it ? 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I think it should be 
said, while Mr. Lamb is on the witness stand, the Congress has given 
the FCC a tremendous responsibility in granting licenses: 

These air waves don’t belong to _ people who are given the right to 
use them and occupy them. ‘They belong to the people, and the Con- 
gress has set up laws to protect the public interest and the people’s in- 
terest in radio and television stations. 

The Commission has a tremendous responsibility in the original 
granting of a license, and the renewal of the license is for the purpose 
of having a second look or another check in the public interest. 

So, the Commission, having that responsibility, has got to exercise 
a good deal of discretion and has got to make explorations, and it has 
got to assure itself that the operation is in the public interest. 

Now, I think we all know what the public interest is. It is a hard 
thing to define, but that is a controlling factor in the original licens 
ing and the renewal of licenses, and the Commission has got to be 
given some leeway in the exercise of that tremendous responsibility. 

The Commission is supposed to be an arm of the Congress, and I 
hope that we can keep it that arm. 

I know that there is an effort being made to not have it remain 
the arm of Congress, but I — that time never comes when the Con- 
gress will lose its control and its influence over the functions of the 
ederal Communications Coamcedinn 

About the only time that we can exercise any real authority, how- 
ever, is when a commissioner comes up for confirmation or renomina- 
tion. That is about the only time we can look into what he has done 
ne: = at he is doing. 

, it seems to me the testimony that we have heard here this morn- 
cart is directly on the point, and it is a challenge to this committee to 
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go into this matter very thoroughly and perform our duty, because we 
have a considerable duty to perform. 

Senator Scuorrre,. Mr. Chairman, I want te say in reference to 
what Senator Johnson said that I agree fully with the matters testified 
to here today—and I think on the part of one of the hearings of the 
subcommittee of which Senator Potter is the chairman, and of which 
I am a member—are right and proper to be looked into, not only by 
our subcommittee but by the full committee, because I do think it 1s 
vitally important that such agency as we have here should perform 
not only under the law, but in a manner, in a character that is in keep- 
ing with the highest type of administrative responsibility; and I i 
not want any remarks that I have heretofore said, while I was trying 
to clarify what our point at issue was here this morning, to mean or 
infer, directly or indirectly, these ms ae shouldn't be looked into. 
I definitely think they should. As far as I am concerned, they will be 
looked into. 

The Crarrman. If there is nothing further, you may be excused. 

We will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

I would like to get this matter concluded as soon as possible. We 
have about 8 or 9 bills the subcommittees are able to report on. If we 
can conclude this in a short time tomorrow morning, maybe we can 
get some of them considered at that time. 

We will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the hearing was recessed until 10 a. m. 
tomorrow morning, Thursday, June 24, 1954.) 
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APPENDIX 


SEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 
BRCT—42 


IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF DISPATCH, INc., LICENSEE OF STATION 
WICU (TV), Ertr, PA., FOR RENEWAL OF LICENSE 


ANSWER OF DISPATCH, INC., AND EDWARD LAMB 


Come now Dispatch, Inc., and Edward Lamb of Toledo, Ohio, owner of Dis- 
patch, Inc., licensee of station WICU (TV), Erie, Pa. (BRCT-—42), by their 
general counsel, J. Howard McGrath, in response to the Federal Communications 
Commission’s letter of March 11, 1954, and would respectfully show that: 

1. Edward Lamb has on many occasions answered all questions of the Com- 
mission pertaining to alleged Communist affiliation fully, completely, and hon- 
estly and, as hereinafter more particularly set forth, again flatly denies the so- 
called “charges” set forth in said Commission letter. However, in order to 
preserve all rights as to the propriety of the Commission’s action, it is hereby 
denied that the Commission is acting within its delegated authority in inquiring, 
on a renewal application, into such alleged activity, long past, and unrelated to 
the manner in which the license has been utilized in the past and will be used 
in the future. 

2. This is the same inquiry which the Commission has conducted before in 
connection with these respondents and embraces no new or different facts of 
any kind. 

3. The occasion on which this inquiry arises is a renewal application, and the 
Commission’s said letter is written pursuant to section 309 (b) of the Com- 
munications Act of 1934 as amended, whereas the letter sets forth certain charges 
concerning the correctness of averments by respondent Lamb personally. Sec- 
tion 309 is inapplicable because section 312 of said act prescribes the procedure 
for false statements knowingly made, or for conditions coming to the ateention 
of the Commission which would have warranted refusal of the original grant. 
In thus proceeding under section 309, the Commission places the burden of pro- 
ceeding with the introduction of evidence and the burden of proof upon these 
respondents, whereas in a proper proceeding instituted under section 312, both 
these burdens are placed upon the Commission. In so improperly attempting 
to shift these burdens to the respondents, the Commission is proceeding in viola- 
tion of its own organic legislative charter and denying these respondents due 
process of law. 

4. Without in any way waiving the foregoing objections to the present pro- 
cedure of the Commission, respondent Edward Lamb, by affidavit hereto at- 
tached and marked “Respondents’ Exhibit Q,” swears that the said charges 
made to the Commission are wholly and completely false and without foundation 
in fact. 

5. Far from being a Communist, or in sympathy with the aims, purposes, and 
motives of the Communist Party or its minions, respondent Lamb has used all 
instruments of public information at his disposal, to attack vigorously and 
effectively the Communist Party and everything it stands for. 

6. Respondent Lamb has never been charged, by this Commission or anyone 
else, with using the communication facilities at his disposal for any purpose 
other than the very best and highest American ideals, traditions, and aspira- 
tions. These operations have been widely noted and accorded numerous public 
awards, particularly in the fields of religion, education, publie service, and civic 
advancement as shown by respondents’ exhibit M attached hereto. 

7. Despite all underground whisperings, respondent Lamb’s conduct and 
actions unequivocally show, beyond any remote possibility of doubt, that he is 
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a loyal, honorable, forthright, upstanding, courageous American, dedicated to 
the very best in public service and American ideals. In order that the Com- 
mission may be fully informed, respondent is attaching hereto and by this refer- 
ence making a part hereof, statements of the citizens of Toledo, Ohio, Erie, 
Penusylvania, and others who know the respondent Lamb and who stand ready 
to testify to his sterling character and untlagging loyalty. These exhibits are 
listed as follows: 

(Q) Affidavit of Edward Lamb denying all of the Commission’s charges. 

(R) Affidavit of J. Howard McGrath as to the personal character and loyalty 
of Kdward Lamb 

(A) Communist Party of Ohio letter, April 2, 1947, protesting hostile point 
of view of Toledo Station WTOD owned by Edward Lamb, and asking time to 
reply, which was denied 

(Bs) Letter, February 17, 1952, from the Lake Shore Visitor-Register, official 
Catholic newspaper of Erie diocese, commending Edward Lamb, in spite of the 
charges of Communist affiliation, for the broad attitude of the Erie Dispatch 
newspaper, and radio and television stations, in supporting educational, chari- 
table, cultural, and spiritual activities 

(C) Edward Lamb’s statement of policy, published on the front page of the 
Erie Dispatch, April 1, 1947, setting forth “We are anti-Communistic and anti- 
Fascist. Weare neither Democratic nor Republican, but militantly independent.” 

(D) Letter, April 2, 1954, from August Scholle, president of the Michigan 
CIO Council, and nationally known anti-Communist who, with Walter Reuther, 
has gained national prominence for his effective work in stripping the unions 
of Communist infiltration, showing Edward Lamb’s opposition to Communists 
as early as 1936 and continuing to the present time. 

(E) Letter, April 4, 1954, from Paul Albracht, vice president of Edward Lamb 
Enterprises, Inc., regarding general radio, television, and newspaper policies, 
and Edward Lamb’s Americanism 

(‘F) Letter, April 5, 1954, from R. Malcolm Ward, rector of St. Paul’s Episco- 
pal Church, Maumee, Ohio, of which the Lamb family have been members for 
many years 

(G) Letter, April 7, 1954, from Herb Stewart, general manager of WICU-TV 
and vice president of the Erie Dispatch newspaper, regarding general policies 
of Edward Lamb, showing highly proper, completely American concept of public 
service 

(H) Affidavit, April 4, 1954, of Benjamin B. McLaughlin, general manager of 
Station WICU, regarding general policies and Americanism of Edward Lamb. 

(I) Affidavit, April 4, 1954, Charles R. Kinney, general manager, Station 
WIKK, Erie, Pa., regarding general policies and patriotism of Edward Lamb. 

(J) Letter, April 26, 1949, from J. Edgar Hoover expressing appreciation for 
Erie Dispatch editorial commending the FBI’s anti-Communist work. 

(K) Affidavit, April 5, 1954, of Cecile Huebner attaching list of contributions 
by Edward Lamb and Edward Lamb Foundation from 1944 through 1954. 

(L) Affidavit, April 5, 1954, from Cecile Huebner as to editorial content of 
the Erie Dispatch from October 1945, when Edward Lamb acquired this paper, 
showing militant anti-Communist position of the Edward Lamb newspaper. 

(M) List of citations and awards made to Edward Lamb, his radio and tele- 
vision stations and newspaper, for outstanding contributions to the community 
in fields of religion, education, culture and public service. 

(N) Affidavit, April 7, 1954, from Sunne Miller, manager of Radio Stations 
WTOD and WTRT showing Edward Lamb directives regarding general policy 
and Americanism. 

(O) Editorial, March 18, 1947, denouncing Communism as The Viper in Our 
Bosom, printed in the Erie Dispatch. 

(P) Editorial, March 20, 1954, from the Toledo Blade, Mr. Lamb’s competitor 
and outspoken critic, characterizing reports that Edward Lamb is a Com- 
munist as bunk. 

(T) The prior findings of the Commission itself, as set forth in its letter 
(TC—1271 broadcast license), March 17, 1952, to Mrs. Berniece Whitmore. 

8. It is submitted that the charge that respondent Lamb, during the period 
1934-48 “closely associated with members of the Communist Party is in no sense 
sufficient to apprise him of the kind or occasions of association involved nor the 
individual’s concerned. This respondent is entitled to know the names of those 
with whom he is alleged to have consorted ; to whom he gave any contributions; 
and the identity of the chairman of the Lucas County Communist Party which 
respondent does not know. To meet these charges would require a review of 
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a 14-year period during respondent’s life. The verb “associate” is of extremely 
indefinite meaning. However, without waiving any legal rights, respondent 
Lamb has again, as he has previously, denied in the attached affidavit any such 
association, except, possibly, as counsel for groups, unions, or other organiza 
tions. On five separate previous occasions the Commission has inquired into 
this subject, each time finding in favor of this respondent, that the so-called 
charges were without foundation. It is submitted that this specter must be 
dead at the hands of every inquisitor. 

9. While it is recognized that the Commission must limit communication 
licenses to proper persons, it is respectfully suggested that since this Commis- 
sion has previously inquired into, and rejected the truth of, reflections upon 
Edward Lamb’s loyalty, and permitted and required him, in reliance upon such 
action, to expend large sums of money and employ numerous persons in the 
operation of his licensed facilities, the public interest which the Commission is 
charged with serving is being jeopardized by the refusal to permit normal man- 
agement and necessary development of these facilities. 

10. The Commission’s unjustifiably long delay in acting upon the pending 
applications for the reasons assigned, the attendant publicity and the consequent 
uncertainty of respondents’ business affairs have caused serious and extensive 
damage, and impaired to an extent impossible to know the proper functioning 
of the communication facilities involved. Moreover, the atmosphere created by 
the Commission’s actions and the unwarrantable lack of decision and expeditious 
action has seriously, and without justification, injured respondent Lamb and 
his family in their community and in the public esteem. It is respectfully sub- 
mitted that while the Commission’s objective may be wholly worthy, it is in 
the highest public interest that the Commission carry out its obligation to re- 
frain from unnecessarily and unjustifiably damaging personal reputation and 
impugning private character. 

It is respectfully prayed that the Commission review all of the attached 
documents and grant the appplications now pending. An opportunity to be 
heard orally on the questions raised by this answer is respectfully praye‘l. 

DispATcH, INc., and 
Epwarp Lamps, individually, 
McGraTH & Brown, 
Attorneys for respondents, 
By J. Howarp McGrath. 
Dated April 9, 1954. 





EXHIBIT Q 
AFFIDAVIT OF EDWARD LAMB 


Edward Lamb, affiant herein, of Toledo, Ohio, in answer to the Commission’s 
letter of March 11, 1954, would respectfully show that: 

(1) The averments made by affiant in the testimony, statement, and affidavit 
referred to in said letter were at that time, and still are, in every respect full, 
true, and correct statements of fact, and each such averment is hereby, on oath, 
individually and expressly reaffirmed. 

(2) Affiant is not now, and never has been, a member of the Communist Party, 
during the period 1944—48, or at any other time. 

(3) Affiant has no knowledge or information that his name was listed by the 
chairman of the Lucas County Communist Party as a member to be azolicited 
for financial contributions. Affiant denies that he knew of, or authorized such 
action, or that he was so solicited, and in absolute sincerity denies that he ever 
gave any money, service, or property for the support of the Communist Party. 

(4) In his professional activities as a practicing attorney, affiant represented 
a wide variety of clients and interests, both individual and corporate, ranging 
from estates, complex corporate and banking matters to labor unions and indi- 
vidual workmen’s claims. In such matters affiant did not discriminate on the 
basis of religious, political, or social beliefs or affiliations of these clients, but at 
all times endeavored to carry out his obligations to these clients and to the courts 
in full and complete accord with the standards of ethical conduct prescribed 
for attorneys. Affiant doubtless represented persons who were of various politi- 
eal beliefs and affiliations. Since affiant’s only purpose and interest was the 
proper legal representation of these clients in connection with general business 
matters, employee rights, union benefits, workmen's compensation claims, and 
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similar matters, the personal beliefs and affiliations of these clients were not 
his concern Affiant has never represented the Communist Party or any group 
or organization affiliated therewith. 

Affiant, in all honesty and sincerity, denies that he ever closely associated with 
members of the Communist Party, except as such association may have resulted 
incidentally from his prefessional activities as an attorney. 

(5) Affiant has been a candidate for public office, unsuccessfully, on both the 
Republican and Democratic tickets. He has likewise supported, financially, 
editorially, and personally, other candidates of both of these parties, specifically 
the Republican presidential candidate in 1948, when the Communists were ded- 
icated to the Progressive Party candidate; and the Democratic candidate in 
1952. ut he has never in any way supported the candidates of the Communist 
Party. On the contrary, affiant’s devotion to American ideals and principles 
has been such as to establish publicly his tireless and unwavering opposition 
to communism and all other forms of totalitarian restriction on human rights, 
personal dignity, and individual freedom, and liberty. 

(6) Affiant further swears that he has never in any way, by word or act, lent 
support to any movement, however named, for the violent change of our repub- 
lican form of government, but that he has at all times, in mind and action, borne 
true faith and allegiance to the United States of America alone, and to the 
principles embodied in the Constitution and laws of the United States. The 
facilities and instruments of communication granted affiant by this Commission 
have always been devoted to promoting the religious, civic, and economic well- 
being of his community and his country, and disseminating the best in American 
culture and ideology. All of such facilities and instruments of communieation 
have been utilized and operated under the single standard of serving the public 
interest for which they were granted. The furtherance of this public interest 
is the only purpose in his applications now pending before this Commission. 

(7) For all time, for the permanent record, affiant here and now, with all the 
force and sincerity that language can convey, wholly forswears, rejects, and 
denies any and every Communist attachment, affiliation, or sympathy, of which 
sources undisclosed to him have informed the Commission. This affidavit is 
made for the express purpose and with the avowed hope of forever putting at 
rest the vile and defamatory undercover assertions of unknown slanderers or 
misguided, uninformed fanatics. For the sake of his family, church, and friends, 
affiant expresses anew his life-long confidence in the intevrity of American in- 
stitutions, the honesty of American Government, and the fairness and honor of 
this Commission and its members, and their willingness to remove the cloud 
which the Commission’s delay in action has cast upon him. 

Epwarp LAmr. 
STATE OF OHIO, 
County of Lucas, 88: 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of April, A. D., 1954 
CrecIrE Hvuresner, Notary Public. 
My commission expires April 18, 1954. 





EXHIBIT R 
AFFIDAVIT OF J. HOWARD MC GRATH 


Know all men by these presents, that I, J. Howard McGrath, on oath depose 
and say, that 

1. T am now and have been since October 22, 1953, executive vice president and 
general counsel of Edward Lamb Enterprises, Inc., and Dispatch, Inc., the owners 
of license facilities WICU-TYV at Erie, Pa. 

2. Prior to my official connection with Edward Lamb, I was acquainted with 
him personally, and had known of him for some time through mutual friends. 

3. When the matter of my taking an interest in the Lamb business ventures 
first was presented, I knew that there had been certain charges of Communist 
association made against Edward Lamb. This was a matter of grave personal 
concern to me, for reasons which are well known. 

(a) As an active practicing member of the Catholic Church, and holder of 
the highest papal honors ever given to laymen, every tenet of my religious and 
personal belief, and all of the fundamentally sacred principles in my life, are 
diametrically and unalterably opposed to Communism and all its objectives. I 
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would be completely false to my religious obligations if I were to lend support to, 
or be in any way associated with, any person who subscribed to Communist 
philosophy. 

(b) It is well known that during my tenure of office as Attorney General of 
the United States I directed the prosecution of the leading national Communists 
and their protracted trial before Judge Harold Medina in the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of New York, which resulted in a con- 
viction, affirmed by the United States Supreme Court. 

My entire life-long career in public office, as United States District Attorney, 
three times Governor of the State of Rhode Island, United States Senator, So- 
licitor General of the United States, and Attorney General of the United States 
would be disowned and disgraced if I were to enter into a business, social or 
personal relationship with a man of Communist affiliation or sympathy. 

1. Accordingly, I took steps to inform myself as fully as possible on the sub- 
ject of Edward Lamb’s ideals, activities, and affiliations. I sought and received 
information from many widespread sources and I hereby set forth, on my per 
sonal oath, that I have never found even the slightest scintilla of evidence to 
support any inference that Edward Lamb is, or ever has been, other than a loyal 
American 

I reviewed carefully and in detail with Mr. Edward Liumb every possible ex- 
planation for these charges, and in the freedom and confidence of the attorney- 
client relationship discussed the entire matter without limitation. I thoroughly 
satisfied myself that the charges are baseless and basely motivated. 

5. Having so satisfied myself on this subject, I arrived at the same conclusion 
that the Federal Communications Commission had arrived at earlier in granting 
him the broadcast licenses which he now holds. I felt then, and still feel, that 
the Commission’s action was thoroughly sound, well-considered, and completely 
warranted. On this basis I agreed to be associated with Edward Lamb enter- 
prises 

6. I am personally acquainted with Mrs. Lamb and their two children, Edward 
and Priscilla. Mrs. Lamb is a fine American mother who runs the Lamb home 
upon the principles of family devotion to their church, their community, and 
their country. All members of the family are devout communicants of St. Paul’s 
Episcopal Church, Maumee, Ohio; and Priscilla, who is 14, regularly attends 
the parochial and Sunday schools of that parish. Young Edward is at this 
moment a private in the United States Army. Every effort has been made by 
Edward Lamb to shield his family from the terrible blight of the anonymous 
charges that he is affiliated with an alien subversive organization. 

7. During the period of my business association with Edward Lamb, we have 
been together for long periods and have been in almost daily communication. 
During this period I have reinforced and confirmed my earlier conclusion, and 
I say frankly and without reservation of any kind that Edward Lamb is an 
outstanding, honorable, forthright American citizen, a man of direct and ag- 
gressive principle, to whom America and American ideals and traditions mean 
everything and to whom communism means only a terrible menace and threat 
to everything true Americans believe in. 

And to all of the foregoing I do personally make my solemn oath. 

J. Howarp McGraru. 
CITY OF WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of April, A. D., 1954. 


Ratpu §. Ricuarp, Notary Public. 
My commission expires November 14, 1954. 





Exurisit A 


COMMUNIST PARTY OF OHIO, 
Cleveland, Ohio, April 2, 1947. 
PROGRAM DIRECTOR, 
Station WTOD, 
Toledo, Ohio. 

Dear Str: Through the facilities of your station, there has been considerable 

discussion, of late, dealing with the program and aims of the Communist Party. 

In these discussions the aims of the Communist Party were presented from a 
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hostile point of view and our position has been thoroughly misrepresented to 
your radio audience. 

Since our program has been discussed by various groups other than the Com- 
munist Party, we consider it only fair that we should be given the opportunity 
to reply and to correct the many misconceptions. 

We feel justified in making this request not only because of the regulations 
of the Federal Communications Commission, but also because your radio audience 
would no doubt appreciate the opportunity of hearing both sides of the question. 

In the interests of fair play and in accord with our institutions of freedom 
of speech, we earnestly hope that you will afford us the opportunity of presenting 
our case to your radio listeners 

Yours very truly, 
ARNOLD JOHNSON, State Chairman 





Exuisir B 


THE LAKE SHORE VISITroR-REGISTER, 
Brie, Pa., February 17, 1952. 
Epwarp LAMB 
Brie Dispate h, Inc.. 
lol do, Ohio 

Dear Tep: The further extension of the commendable record of public service 
of the Erie Dispatch, Inc., through the acquisition of Radio Station WIKK, Erie, 
moves me to extend a personal note of gratitude to you for your abiding interest 
in the common goods we share for the betterment of the Erie area. 

In the past WIKK has been most cooperative with our Catholic bureau of 
information, Gannon College programs and other projects of ours. Your readi- 
ness in other fields in the past to place WICU-TYV and the Erie Dispatch at our 
service in promotions fostering educational charitable, cultural and spiritual 
good ussures me that you will likewise make WIKK available in like manner. 
Your grand coverage of the Golden Jubilee of Bishop Gannon on November 5, 
1951 especially fortifies this conviction. 

I am sure that you will take pleasure in this appreciation in writing of your 
record in Erie in that it comes from the editor of the official weekly of the Catholic 
Diocese of Erie who must always be guarded in putting into print his judgments 
of activities in the secular field. The more so when he is conscious of charges 
made in the past which, if they had the least substance in the present, would 
force him to opposition despite an external record of excellent public service by 
the Erie Dispatch, Inc., in tune with the Christian and democratic principles to 
which he is committed. 

May God bless you in your new enterprise and give you continued zeal in 
directing channels of information and entertainment which play so important a 
part in influencing for good the spiritual, moral and civic life of our people. 

Cordially yours, 
Very Rev. Msgr. W. LAWRENCE FRANKLIN, 





Exuipit C 
THe Erte Dispatcu, 
Erie, Pa., April 1, 1947. 


Staff: 


\ll members of the editorial staff who may wish to try their hand at editorial 
writing are invited to do so. Give your contributions to A. J. White. 

Your effort may be rejected on the following grounds: 

1. It lacks editorial form and technique. 

2. It is contrary to an established editorial policy. 

3. The subject has been covered in the past, or comment on it is in preparation. 

1. The Dispatch does not wish to go on record with your opinion. 

5. It is intemperate, in poor taste, inaccurate as to facts, grinds a personal ax 
or is unprofessional. 

Local editorials are especially welcome. Please remember that it is not the 
function of the editorial page to always bellyache. Editorials about things that 
are right make good reading, too. 
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This is a liberal newspaper within the pattern of established democracy and is 
intensely American. We are for the oppressed, the underprivileged and the 
underdog because we believe all forms of social and economic inequity are un- 
American and undemocratic. We are for minority groups that are the victims of 
these inequities and against all power and pressure groups that foster oppres- 
sion. We are anti-communistic and anti-fascist. We are neither Democratic 
nor Republican, but militantly independent. 

We welcome fresh approaches to all the problems of the day and believe our 
editorial staff members have opinions worth expressing. 


KDT.* 





Exuipit D 
Micunican CIO Counci., 
Detroit, April 2, 1954. 
Attorney Epwarp LAMp, 
Ledward Lamb Enterprises, Inc. 
Tole do, Ohio. 


Dear Tep: I received the several editorials which you wrote for the Brie 
Dispatch, and it is obvious that somewhere along the line someone is trying 
to portray you as having been a member of the Communist Party. I don’t 
believe it is necessary, but I just want to assure you for the sake of the record, 
that if there is ever any occasion where you need a statement from me in your 
defense, against this kind of assinine charge, I will be most happy to provide 
it for you. 

Isn’t it ironic, that when we recognize today that had you been a member 
of the Communist Party at one time, and now became a converted holy crusader 
against them you would be held out as a shining example of outstanding Ameri- 
canism. While I have the utmost confidence in your ability to defend yourself 
against these silly charges, I unfortunately realize that none of us are happy 
about having to engage in controversial matters of this kind, especially when it 
involves one’s self. 

I can so well recall the occasion, in your office in 1986, when you so definitely 
upbraided the Communist Party for some of their tactics in one of the local 
strike situations which prevailed at that time. Some of the Johnny-come-lately 
Communist fighters will never fully appreciate how extremely difficult it was 
for those of us who were indoctrinated with liberal tendencies to at one and the 
same time fight the encroachment of the Communist Party in the trade union 
movement and fight extreme reaction simultaneously. It took a great deal of 
courage on the part of liberals to be able to distinguish right from wrong in 
the days when the fight against communism really meant something. That is, 
when they were struggling for complete control of the organized labor movement 
throughout this country. 

It is a good thing we had fellows, like yourself, who could see those issues 
xs clearly as you did and remain in the path of true liberalism. Again, it is 
unnecessary for me to say it, but I wish that we had a great many more Ted 
Lambs in America, rather than the MecCarthys, Veldes, and Jenners, et al. 

With kind personal regards, I am, 

Very sincere yours, 
AuGust ScHOLLE, President. 


P. S.—I have attempted to write you in such a fashion that in the event you 
ever feel like using it for what value it may have, that you may feel free to 
use any part or all of it. 


Exuipir E 


AFFIDAVIT OF PAUL ALBRACHT, ERIE, PA 
APRIL 4, 1954 
My name is Paul Albracht. I live at 405 Seminole Drive, Erie, Pa. I am 
employed by Edward Lamb Enterprises, Inc. as a vice president in charge of Mr. 
Lamb's interests in this city. I have held my present position since the fall of 
1952. Previously I was employed by Mr. Lamb as vice president and general 





1KDT is Kenneth D. Tooill. copublisher and editor of the Erie Dispatch in 1947. 
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manager of the Record Publishing Co., publishers of the Erie Dispatch, a 
daily and Sunday newspaper owned by Mr. Lamb since his purchase of this 
property in October 1945. My service with this newspaper started early in 
1928. In the executive positions I hold and have held, I have at all times been 
in a position to observe closely all of Mr. Lamb’s publishing and broadcasting 
activities in Erie. I have been responsible for and identified with all policy- 
making for the Lamb Erie properties. These properties now include the Erie 
Dispatch, television station WICU and radio station WIIK. 

In the discharge of my various duties as coordinator of the Erie properties 
all matters regarding treatment of news programs, news stories, editorial con- 
tent, policies, and allotment of public service radio and television time have 
come under my scrutiny. This also applies to editorial policies as they reflect 
certain positions on issues political or otherwise and all other matters allied 
to the operation of a radio station, television station, or daily and Sunday news- 
paper. 

I make this statement in order that all may be aware that my position in 
Erie makes me qualified to speak as to the record of Mr. Edward Lamb as a 
broadcaster and newspaper publisher. Any slightest deviation from Mr. Lamb's 
expressed avowal to the cause of Americanism and all it stands for would, be- 
cause of my close association and supervision, would have come quickly to and 
could not have escaped my immediate attention. 

Let me state first that I believe Mr. Lamb to be a good, sincere American. In 
my personal and business contacts with him I have had many occasions to 
observe him. I have accompanied him on some of his speaking engagements. 
I have been with him at private affairs and public gatherings. To my knowledge 
he has never uttered or sympathized with any statements could could be construed 
as subversive. He has, at all times, upheld the American way of life and has been 
a strong supporter of our capitalistic free-enterprise system. He has personally 
expressed the liberal, Democratic Party viewpoint in his discussions but at the 
same time has opened the columns of the Erie Dispatch as well as the public- 
service programs of his broadcast properties to champions of the Republican 
Party. He has never at any time expressed one thought or idea that could be 
considered communistic and has been anti-communistic in all his writings, discus- 
sions and contacts. The Erie Dispatch has been an independent newspaper en- 
dorsing Democratic candidates for public office on some occasions and endors- 
ing Republican candidates on other occasions. 

Mr. Edward Lamb never made any attempt to slant the news printed in the 
Erie Dispatch or reported over the broadcasting outlets. Our newsmen, re- 
porters and editorial writers were ordered to report the news objectly and fairly. 
Mr. Lamb never exerted any improper influence and as a newspaperman of over 


25 years experience I can truthfully say that the newspaper and the broadcast- 
ing companies have followed a policy of honest Americanism. To the best of 
my knowledge no word was ever broadcast or published promoting communism 
or lending in any way to its support. 

I am aware of the charges now being leveled against Mr. Lamb. I am 
shocked at these charges. I do not believe them and I am ready to defend him 
from these charges. Mr. Lamb is not a Communist and from his record I 
cannot understand why anyone would accuse him of anything un-American. 
I am proud of the way he has conducted his Erie properties and I am proud of 
my association with him. 

PAUL ALBRACHT, 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 4th day of April 1954. 
tOBERT W. ELLer, 
Notary Public. 
My commission expires January 7, 1955. 


ExHIsIT F 
St. PAvuL’s CHURCH, 
Maumee, Ohio, April 5, 1954. 


Mr. J. Howarp McGratTu, 
ittorney-at-law, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Mr. McGratu: This is in response to your request for a full and frank 
statement regarding Mr. Edward O. Lamb. 
Mr. Lamb lives within 300 yards of St. Paul’s Church, with his wife and two 
children, Priscilla Prudence and Edward Hutchinson (who is now serving in the 
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United States infantry) and are honored and respected members of this neighbor- 
hood and community. In my 18 years as rector of this parish I have had an 
intimate connection with the Lamb family as minister and friend. Both children 
were baptized by me in St. Paul’s Church and I had the honor of preparing 
Priscilla for confirmation and of presenting her to Bishop Beverly Tucker to 
receive the same. 

The family has long supported this parish financially and has taken an active 
part in promoting parish welfare. I know that Mr. Lamb has given generous 
support to worthwhile community affairs. I have had a personal part in getting 
generous contributions from him for Riverside Hospital and the Maumee Youth 
Canteen. 

Mr. Lamb and I have had many intimate discussions on varied subjects and, 
while we have often been in disagreement, I have always found his judgment 
sound and his argument honest and have never heard a word or thought from him 
that would throw the slightest suspicion on his loyalty as an American. The 
news of the revocation of his TV license came as a great shock to me and to all of 
us in this community. 

I am happy that you are making every effort to see that justice is done in the 
Lamb case and I stand ready to help in any way I can. There is a fundamental 
seuse of justice and fair play deep in the American heart that will survive even 
the uncontrolled hysteria to be found in so many places in these terrifying days 
of unjustified name-calling. I stake my hopes on the ultimate triumph of truth. 

You and I know Ted Lamb to be a God-respecting man and I am sure we can 
prove it tothe world. The best of luck to you in this good job. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. Matcotm Warp, Rector. 





ExuHIsit G 
APRIL 7, 1954. 
Hon. J. Howarp McGratH, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. McGraTH: I am writing at Mr. Edward Lamb’s request. 

I was hired by Mr. Lamb in July 1949 as a salesman at WIT'VN-—TV in Columbus, 
Ohio, and remained in his employ until July 1952. During this time I was succes- 
sively commercial manager of WTVN-TYV, general manager of WICU-TV at Erie, 
Pa., and vice president of Dispatch, Inc., at Erie, Pa. 

At no time in my association with Mr. Lamb did I have any reason whatsoever 
to believe that he was anything other than a completely loyal citizen of the United 
States. At all times he maintained a constant effort to comply with all rules and 
regulations of the Federal Communications Commission and all other govern- 
mental agencies with reference to his radio, television, and newspaper properties. 
In this connection, his radio and television employees were at all times instructed 
that equal opportunity should be afforded to all sides of controversial issues and 
that there should be no slanting of news presentation. In addition, Mr. Lamb 
used his radio and television properties for many public service and charitable 
purposes. One instance of this is his offer of 2 hours a day on WTVN-TY, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, to the Ohio State University. In addition, I know that Mr. Lamb has 
taken part personally in many other charities, including a grant to the University 
of Pennsylvania, and his establishment of an advertising investment fund for the 
economic classes at Gannon College. 

I believe Mr. Lamb to be a man of the highest personal integrity. 

Sincerely yours, 
Hers STEWART. 


EXHIBIT H 


AFFIDAVIT OF BENJAMIN B. MC LAUGHLIN 


My name is Benjamin B. McLaughlin. I live at 3430 Hazel Street, Erie, Pa, 
I am a native of Erie and have received most of my schooling in Erie. In 
February of 1950 I joined television station WICU as a sales representative. 
In approximately a year I was appointed sales manager of WICU. I continued 
in that capacity until July 1952 when I was appointed acting general manager. 
In November of 1952 I was appointed general manager of WICU with complete 
overall responsibility. 
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During the past 2 years I have been entrusted with the programing content 
of WICU Since WICU is the only television service for the thousands of 
families within our signal strength I was constantly aware of the need for 
well-balanced programing and every attempt was made to follow the wishes 
of our viewers, There has never been a single attempt on the part of Mr. Edward 
Lamb or any other executives of Edward Lamb Enterprises to slant programing 
or news. No one, Mr. Edward Lamb included, has ever attempted to change 
my personal political beliefs or religious beliefs. In fact they have never been 
discussed. To me, Mr. Edward Lamb has been extremely anxious to inject his 
feelings in the operation of WICU only when the matters of public service have 
come up. He has constantly been alert to the need for religious and educational 
programs, insisting that every attempt be made to keep time open for these 
services. WICU can well be proud of its overall record of public-service programs. 
live solid years of daily church programs, yearly school programs running 
from twice to five times weekly, Future Farmers, Red Cross, safety patrol, bar 
association, medical association, and others were featured weekly. 

In the past 2 years I have been with Mr. Lamb on many occasions both business 
and social. I cannot be emphatic enough in my sincere belief that Mr. Edward 
Lamb is one of the most sincere men I have met and certainly the fairest em- 
ployer I have ever had 

During my association with Edward Lamb Enterprises I have heard many 
stories concerning Mr. Edward Lamb to the effect that he is a Communist. 
Lately, even Mr. Lamb’s desirability as a broadcaster has been challenged. I can 
only say that better than 4 years of my life have been devoted to Mr. Lamb and 
television station WICU and I have never seen evidence of any Communist 
leanings and to challenge his desirability as a broadcaster is ridiculous. The 
record is there. I helped make it and I am extremely proud of the past 4 years 
at WICU. Community feelings will bear me out. I can only assume that the 
attempt to brand Mr. Edward Lamb a Communist or an undesirable broadcaster 
are politically inspired since never once have I seen evidence to support such 
claims. I will gladly testify, at any time, any place, that the above matters are 
true and to the best of my knowledge. 

BENJAMIN B. MCLAUGHLIN. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 4th day of April 1954. 


Rosert W. Evier, Notary Public. 
My commission expires January 7, 1955 


Exnursit I 
AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES R. KINNEY 


I. Charles R. Kinney, a resident of 2150 West Eighth Street, Erie, Pa., and an 
employee of Community Broadcasting Co., Inc., an Edward Lamb enterprise, 
swear the following to be true 

I have been employed by Mr. Lamb for a period of over 3 years both in a staff 
and executive capacity. As a staff member I was employed as a salesman at 
television station WTVN Columbus, Ohio, and for the past 2 years I have been 
eeneral manager of radio station WIKK in Erie, Pa. While not involved in 
policy decisions at WTVN I was very closely associated with the policies of the 
station 

In the time period I have been with Mr. Lamb in an executive position he has 
never attempted or given the slightest suggestion that I should slant the news 
or any program in any manner. The entire content of my newscasts and program 
selection has been left entirely up to my judgment. Furthermore, Mr. Lamb has 
never tried in any manner to influence my personal beliefs or principles. 
While at Columbus, to my knowledge there was never any attempt to present 
one-sided newscast or program. I was very familiar with the policies and 


decisions of the management and they were as fair and impartial as possible. 

I have worked directly under Mr. Lamb’s supervision for the past 2 years. 
In this time period I have been responsible for the operation of radio station 
WIKK. I feel that Mr. Lamb beyond any question of doubt is a real American, 
loving freedom, American ideals, and free enterprise as much as any man. I 
would not hesitate to state publicly at any time as to his fairness as an employer 
and an owner of a broadcasting station. I have had many opportunities to sit 
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in on policy decisions and at no time has there ever been any question in my 
mind as to his loyalty. I believe Mr. Lamb is a true American and fully qualified 
to own and operate any business of his choice. 
CHARLES R. KINNEY. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 4th day of April 1954. 


Rosert W. Ewer, Notary Public. 
My commission expires January 7, 1955. 





EXxHIsiIT J 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 26, 1949. 
Mr. W. B. JONES, 
Vanaging Editor, 
lirie Dispatch Herald, Erie, Pa. 

Dear Mr. JONES: It has just been my pleasure to read your editorial which 
appeared in the Erie Dispatch Herald on April 9, 1949, and I want to thank you 
for the manner in which you focused your readers’ attention on the work of the 
FBI in combatting the activities of those who are seeking to undermine our 
constitutional form of government. Your most commendatory observations 
in that regard are deeply appreciated. I do hope this organization will always 
merit such confidence and support. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. EpGAr Hoover. 





EXHIBIT K 


AFFIDAVIT OF CECILE HUEBNER 
STATE OF OHIO, 
County of Lucas, 88: 

Cecile Huebner. being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

I have been private secretary to Edward Lamb since March 1948, and in such 
capacity I am in charge of his personal books and records. I am also secre- 
tary of various corporations which he owns and controls, including Dispatch, 
Inc., licensee of television station WICU, Erie, Pa., and Edward Lamb Founda- 
tion, Inc., Toledo, Ohio. 

I have made a search for and examination of financial records of Edward 
Lamb and Edward Lamb Foundation, Inc., from 1944 through 1954, and I do 
hereby swear and affirm that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the attached 
list of contributions truly and correctly represents all of the interests and causes 
to which Edward Lamb and Edward Lamb Foundation, Inc., contributed money 
during the period covered. 

Further, | do hereby swear and affirm that, during the period of my association 
with Mr. Lamb, I have never, to the best of my knowledge and belief, seen any 
association on the part of Mr. Lamb with known Communists, nor have I ever 
known him to be engaged in any communistic or subversive activity of any kind, 
nor have I ever taken and transcribed, heard, or seen him give writtex or oral 
instructions to any employee which are not in the best traditions of American 
democracy, nor has Mr. Lamb, to my knowledge, made any contributions to 
the Communist Party or to any individual representing the Communist Party. 

It is my firm conviction that Mr. Lamb is a loyal American of the highest 
type. It is my further conviction that any implications to the contrary are 
deeply resented by those who know him best. 

CECILE HUEBNER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of April 1954. 

DoNNA J. BAKER, 
Notary Public, Lucas County, Ohio. 
My commission expires January 9, 1957. 
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CONTRIBUTIONS MADE BY EDWARD LAMR 


1944 


The Friends of the University (Toledo) Library (dues) 
University of Toledo 

Labor's Joint Committee 

American Red Cross 

The Perrysburg Civie Association (dues) 

Dartmouth College 

Young Men's Christian Association 

Lucas County Democratic campagin committee 
Democratic Party of Lucas County, Ohio 

Democratic Party of Ohio 

Walter B. Wannamaker campaign fund (Republican) 
Gordon Jeffrey campaign fund (Republican) 

Police relief benefit 

Toledo Community War Chest 

Toledo War Chest 

National Citizens Political Action Committee 
University of Toledo endowment fund 

National Lawyers Guild 


1945 


Friends of the University Library (dues) 
American Civil Liberties union (dues) 
American Red Cross war fund of 1945 
Guild Council, Toledo Repertoire Theater 
lyartmouth College alumni fund 
Repertoire Little Theater (dues) 
Children’s relief fund, Local 12 UAW-CIO 
UAW-CIO 

Young Men’s Christian Association 
International Institute, YMCA 

The Carl Joseph Memorial Library fund 


1946 
Trinity Espicopal Church 
American Cancer Society 
Repertoire Little Theater 
Dartmouth College 
Young Men's Christian Association 
Toledo police relief fund 
Community Chest of Erie County 
1947 
Greater Toledo Community Chest 
World youth fund of the YMCA 
CIO children’s summer camp 
St. Vincent's Hospital fund 
Greater Toledo Community Chest 
Young Men’s Christian Association 
Community Recreation, Inc. 
Veterans of Foreign Wars 
1948 


Toledo Salvation Army new building fund 
Trinity Episcopal Church 

Toledo Chamber of Commerce 

CIO summer camp fund for children 
‘Toledo United Nations Association 
Greater Toledo Community Chest 

Toledo Firemen’s Benevolent Association 
Toledo Repertoire Theater 

Faith Tabernacle 

Young Women’s Christian Association 
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Community Chest, Erie, Pa. 

Toledo Police Relief Fund 

Trinity Church 

Perrysburg Policemen Relief Fund 

Behrend Center College 

First Presbyterian Church, Perrysburg, Ohio 


1949 


1924 Class Memorial Fund (Dartmouth College) 
Dartmouth Alumni Fund 

Toledo Police Relief Fund 

Greater Toledo Community Chest 

Erie Community Chest 


1950 


Trinity Church 

Greater Toledo Community Chest 

Joseph Ferguson (Ferguson for U. 8S. Senate Committee) 

Young Men’s Christian Association 

The Community Chest of Erie County, Pa. 

Grotto Circus Committee (for underprivileged children) 
1951 

The Friends of Music 

Greater Toledo Community Chest 

Jefferson-Jackson Dinner Committee 

Florence Crittenton Home 

Dartmouth College Alumni Fund 

Sylvania Police Department Welfare Fund 

Erie Philharmonic Society 

Erie Citizens Baseball Club 

Democratic National Committee 

Maumee Civic Committee 

Grotto Circus Program (children’s fund) 

Greater Toledo Community Chest 

Friends of Music, Inc. 

Toledo Police Relief Fund 

Orlando Community Chest 

Dartmouth Scholarship Fund Committee 

YMCA building fund 

The Community Chest of Erie County 


1952 

Greater Toledo Community Chest 
Rocket Civic Association Scholarship Fund (University of Toledo) 
First Unitarian Church, Erie, Pa. 
YMCA 
Toledo Firemen’s Benevolent Association 
Estes Kefauver 
Michael DiSalle 
Grotto Circus (children’s fund) 
Democratic Party of Lucas County, Ohio 
Frank J. Lausche campaign fund 
Stevenson campaign fund 
Volunteers for Stevenson 
Thomas Burke campaign fund 
Toledo Police Relief Fund 
Democratic National Committee 
Al Horstman (re President Truman telecast) 
State Democratic Party campaign fund 
Faith Tabernacle 
Maumee Christmas Fund 
Foreign War Veterans Club 
Young Democratic Clubs of Ohio 
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Democratic National Committee 

Young Men’s Christian Association 

Cancer fund 

Democratic National Committee 

Estes Kefauver 

Democratic Party of Lucas County 

Ray Foley, chairman, Democratic committee 


CONTRIBUTIONS MADE BY EDWARD LAMB FOUNDATION, INC. 
1945 


Community War Chest of Erie County 
University Endowment Fund, Toledo 
Dartmouth College 

Rev. H. W. Reineck, Hungarian Relief 
Greater Toledo Community War Chest 


1948 
Robinwood Hospital campaign 
St. Vincent Hospital, Erie, Pa 

1949 
Dartmouth College Scholarship Fund 
Dartmouth College Memorial Fund 

1950 


Western Reserve University, 1950 Alumni Fund 

Dartmouth College Alumni Fund 

Behrend Center, Pennsylvania State College, recreation building fund 
Summer Camp Charitable Fund, CIO 

Gannon College, Erie, Pa. 

St. Charles Hospital, Toledo 

Bishop Gannon Jubilee Fund, Erie, Pa 

Volunteers of America (Salvation Army) 

Toledo Police Relief Fund 

Charity, Newies, Toledo Newsboy Fund 


1951 


Dartmouth College Alumni Fund Scholarship 
Holy Trinity Church of God in Christ 
Allegheny College 

Western Reserve University 

Bishop Michael A. Ready Charitable Fund 
Heidelberg College Grant 


1952 
Gannon College 7 
National Jewish Hospital 
St. John Kanty College, Erie, Pa 
Dartmouth College Alumni Fund 
Orlando Junior College : 


Toledo Orchestra Association, In 

Franklin J. Roosevelt Birthday Memorial Committee 
Holy Trinity Church of God in Christ 

Toledo Orchestra Association, Inc. 


1958 


Tenth Strect Methodist Church, Erie, Pa. 
Harry-Anna Crippled Children’s Home, Orlando, Fla. 
Community Chest, Orlando, Fla. 

Community Chest, Erie, Pa. 

Greiter Community Chest 

St. Vineent’s Hospital Building Fund, Erie, Pa. 
Philip Murray Memorial Foundation Fund 

Gannon College, Erie, Pa. 
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Macomber Vocational School, Toledo 
Community Chest of Erie County, Pa. 

Roiary Club, Winter Park, Fla. (orphans’ and children fund) 
YMCA—Orlando, Fla. 

The National Forum for Good Government 
Dartmouth College Fund 

New Light Baptist Church 

Erie Philharmonic Society 

Nichols Junior College 

Gannon College (engineering school) 
Volunteers of America (children’s camp) 
American Red Cross, Orlando, Fla. 

Primrose School (for mentally retarded) 
Trinity Church building fund 

Jewish Community Center 

Shrine Circus fund 

St. Vincent's Hospital building fund, Erie, Pa. 
Kiwanis Club of Orlando, Fla. (underprivileged children ) 
Toledo Orchestra Association, Inc. 

Holy Rosary Church, Erie, Pa. 

St. George’s Church, Erie, Pa. 

The Ohio Foundation of Independent Colleges, Inc. 
Beta Sigma Tau Fraternity Golden Rule Award 
Wilberforce College, Wilberforce, Ohio 

United Community Service, Orlando, Fla. 
YMCA, Orlando, Fla. 

Riverside-Flower Hospital 

Boys’ Club building fund 

Maumee Valley Country Day School 

Monsignor Wehrle gift fund 

National Foundation for Infantile Paralysis 


Community Chest of Erie County, Erie, Pa. 
Community Chest of Erie County, Erie, Pa. 

Greater Community Chest 

Dartmouth College 

Erie Philharmonic Orchestra 

Fortieth Anniversary Fund, Waite High School, Toledo 
Gannon College, Erie, Pa. 

American Red Cross, Orlando, Fla. 


Exutsir L 


AFFIDAVIT OF CECILE HUEBNER 
STATE OF OHIO, 
County of Lucas, 8s: 

Cecile Huebner, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says: 

At the request of Mr. J. Howard McGrath, I have, assisted by Paul Albracht, 
examined all editorial pages available of the Erie Dispatch, a newspaper owned 
and operated by Record Publishing Company of Erie, Pa., which said corpora- 
tion is in turn entirely owned and controlled by Edward Lamb and his family. 

We were instructed to record, to the best of our ability, the date, title and 
general subject of editorials in the Erie Dispatch dealing with the subject of 
Communism and communistie activities, whether favorable or unfavorable to 
that cause. 

In accordance with said instructions, we have diligently examined the edi- 
torial pages of said newspaper from 1945 through 1948, and I do hereby swear 
and aftirm that the attached list dealing with the subject of Communism and 
communistie activities, represents a true and correct description of the contents 
of said editorials. 

CECcILE HUEBNER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of April 1954. 

DoNNA J. BAKER, 
Notary Public, Lucas County, Ohio. 
My commission expires January 9, 1957. 
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MATERIAL IN SUPPORT OF ANTI-COMMUNISM 
19457 


October 4: “A Declaration of Policy” is set forth on the front page of the Erie 
Dispatch-Herald signed by Edward Lamb, president and copublisher, Mrs. Robert 
J. Virtue, Vice President, and Kenneth D. Tooill, editor-in-chief and copublisher. 


1946 


May 16: Editorial in Erie Dispatch-Herald entitled “Just a Makeshift”, advo- 
cating the extension of the selective service bill. 

June 24: Editorial page of Erie Dispatch-Herald “From the Editor’s Uneasy 
Chair’—criticizing Russia’s disinclination to waive her veto power and make 
possible international control of atom bomb. 

June 26: Editorial in Erie-Dispatch entitled “Different, Maybe” criticizing 
Russia’s opposition to American proposal for control over Japan. 

July 5: Editorial page Erie-Dispatch “From the Editor’s Uneasy Chair” 
criticizing Russia’s refusal to report or give any accounting of cash and food 
sent by United States to aid Russian dependencies. 

July 20: Editorial in Erie Dispatch entitled “Veto Browder”. 
proposal to get “tough” with the Soviet. 

July 30: Editorial in Erie Dispatch “43 Percent Miracle”. Ridicules Com- 
munist propaganda. 

September 8: Editorial in Erie Dispatch entitled “Russian Double-Talk”. 
Points out Russia’s “two-faced propagandizing to win the forthcoming Berlin 
government election and to influence toward the communistic way the residents 
of the British and American-controlled German Zones.” 

september 9*: Front page of Erie Morning Sun “Our First Editorial”, signed 
by Edward Lamb and Kenneth D. Tooill constitutes a declaration of policy. 

Erie Morning Sun editorial “We Told Them” supports Secretary of State 
Byrnes’ Stuttgart speech. “Byrnes’ speech was delivered to the Germans but 
aimed largely for Russia’s information. It told them that we are on to their 
plans, and that; we don’t approve.” 

September 19: Editorial in Erie Dispatch-Herald ““Wallace in Revolt” criticizes 
Secretary of Commerce Wallace’s opposition to the administration’s policies di- 
rectly affecting Russia. “Secretary of Commerce Wallace’s defiant behavior, 
even more than what he says or the letter he wrote to President Truman, marks 
him as sincere perhaps but not exactly a loyal oppositionist in the President’s 
official family.” 

October 17: Editorial in Erie Dispatch-Herald “Vatican Is Indignant’” con- 
demns the trial, conviction and sentence of Archbishop Stepinac by the Zagreb 
court. “Yugoslavia, it becomes more clearly evident, is the willing instrument 
of Communistic indecency and atheism.” 

November 21: Editorial in Erie Morning Sun “Exaggerated Death”’—explains 
why no fascism, socialism, or communism can succeed in a free America, 

November 23: Editorial in Erie Morning Sun “Pro-Russian Propaganda”— 
assails high pressure campaign to make it appear there is a widespread pro- 
Soviet sentiment in the United States. Names three big rallies to be held in 
Madison Square Garden. States “the three (meetings) symbolize a dangerous 
condition.” “If Russian leaders really wanted our friendship, instead of the 
appearance of our friendship, they might try a free exchange of ideas in their 
own land.” 

December 26: Editorial in Erie Dispatch-Herald “AVC Clarifies Its Stand on 
Reds”. “But we also think that the AVC (American Veterans Committee on 
Communism) having gone so far in denouncing the Communists within its gates, 
should find out just who they are and give them the old heave-ho from the 
ranks.” 


Supports U. 8. 


1947 


February 28: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Poets of Blood and 
Steel” calls attention to article published in an official Soviet literary pulication 
advocating war themes for young poets. Editorial comments “Communism is a 


*Mr. Lamb acquired the Erie Dispatch-Herald, Erie, Pa., in October 1945. 
* First edition of Erie Morning Sun, Erie, Pa., a morning newspaper published by Edward 
Lamb and Kenneth D. Tooill 
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social theory that began, through necessity, in the cave. It survived through the 
tribal periods of man’s existence and then was abandoned as of no further use 
and incompatible with civilization in its higher forms. It was revived half a 
century ago, reexamined by the best minds of the earth and found to be trash, so 
far as being a workable social and political system was concerned. * * * 
Russia alone among the major nations, clings to the outmoded and discredited 
thinking long abandoned by men who have progressed beyond barbarism.” 

March 3: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “The Arrogant Braggarts!” 
criticizes Russian attitude that she won the war, and concludes: “The more her 
arrogant, lying spokesmen brag about her victories, the more they belittle the 
efforts of her allies, the more people of the earth change their minds about the 
wisdom of offering Russia the hand of fellowship.” 

March 6: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Going From Bad to Worse” 
discusses problem of relief for European countries. States: “Russia cannot be 
relied upon because she has desperate economic problems of her own—and a 
ravenous appetite for small, helpless countries. * * * The case of the sick 
men of Europe should be at the top of our diplomatic agenda for months to come. 
Our own world position is definitely at stake. If we fail, we may very well 
find ourselves the only democracy left on earth—and entirely surrounded by the 
thing that Russia is offering to afflicted nations in copious quantities—commu 
nism.” 

March 15: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Keep Fast the Dogs of War” 
urging firm diplomacy as the only method short of war to stop Russia. States: 
“At this time, we have only to refuse to be pushed around by the bully of the 
East [Russia] and to make it known that we will take no more of it. * * * 
We are definitely engaged in an ideological war with Russia right now, and 
the sooner every citizen of this country realizes this the better chance we have 
of avoiding a war of guns and bombs.” 

March 26: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “The Viper in Our Bosom” 
advocates the outlawing of communism. 

April 15: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Our Wandering Boy Pops Off 
Again” ridiculing Henry A. Wallace’s statements made on his trip to England and 
Europe. Editorial concludes: “Wallace is making a fool of himself in Europe and 
it is high time this government told the world formally that Henry does not 
represent it in any official capacity ; and that he speaks only for himself, a right 
guranteed him by the Government he thinks is so wrong about almost everything.” 

Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “They Can’t Take It’? with respect to 
Russian Government's censorship on news American correspondents send out of 
Soviet territory. After stating that Russian writers and news correspondents 
enjoy complete freedom of expression in this country, editorial concludes: “Stalin 
and his cohorts, to use an Americanism, ‘are good at dishing it out but they 
can’t take it.’ ”’ , 

April 21: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Russian Bear Not So Vicious 
Right Now” sets forth Russia’s shaky economic, domestic, and foreign weakness 
as reason. Concludes: “General Marshall’s firmness at Moscow is having the 
desired effect.” 

See also editorial of same date entitled “Democracy at Work” advocating and 
promoting enlistment in National Guard and stating “If American civilization 
is to endure, we must be ready to defend it.” 

April 29: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Unwelcome Sign for Union 
Reds” discussing Communists in labor unions. Concludes: “But Americans in 
general and union members in particular have much to fear from Communist 
labor leadership which has, as its aim, the enslavement of all the Nation under 
a system that robs men of the last vestige of freedom.” 

June 8: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled ‘““‘The Soviets Are on the March” 
discussing Russia’s imperialistic expansion. States: “Liberty and justice will be 
crucified in this campaign [Russian]. Little nations will be brought under the 
yoke of communism, with no regard for the wishes of the masses.” 

August 19: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “The American Way” point- 
ing up the fair treatment accorded Gerhart Eisler in the United States as com- 
pared with what would have probably happened to him in Russia. Editorial 
states: ‘Mr. Eisler is an enemy of this country aud its institutions. He wants 
America communized even if it requires bloodshed to doit. * * * Asa striking 
commentary on the workings of the Communist mind, it might be added that 
Mr. Hisler thinks this country has given him a typicallly dirty democratic deal.” 

August 20: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch entitled “Picking Out the Bad 
Apples” upholds the checkup on the loyalty of some two million civilian employees 
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of the Federal Government. States: “All persons engaged in the business of this 
Government must be thoroughly American in his sympathies.” 

August 21: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, They Don’t Want Peace, discusses 
Russia’s use of its veto power in the United Nations Security Council to halt 
solution of Greek-Balkan matter States: “This and numerous other instances 
of Russian perversity cannot help but bring the rest of the world to the con- 
clusion that Moscow doesn't want peace at this time ? It is inconceivable 
that the United States will take this rebuff lying dow There is nothing in 
the U. N. Charter to prevent joint military action in defense of Greece If that 
comes, it will be the showdown 


August 25: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, Aren’t We Being Suckers? dis- 
cusses the unfriendly treatment by the Soviet Government of United States 
representatives in Russia as compared with freedom accorded Russian repre- 
sentatives in the United States. States: “This situation represents another 
facet in the humiliating appeasement we practice toward Russia. Why do we 
do it? It accomplishes nothing except to strengthen the Russian belief that we 
are suckers—and aren’t we?” 

August 26: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, The Special Session, advocates 


reconvening of Congress at a special session. States: "The critical Balkan 
situation is highly disturbing and the strong hand of the United States is needed 
if disaster is to be averted * * * The floodtide of communism across Eastern 


Europe and Asia is sweeping nearer to our shores and we still lack a strong and 
fully implemented policy to hold it back.” 

August 29: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, Those Loyalty Affidavits, discusses 
requirement in Taft-Hartley Act that union leaders must sign loyalty affidavits 
before unions can take advantage of the offices of the National Labor Relations 
Board. States: “Business, on the other side of the fence, is fallaciously pre- 
sumed to be free of Communist taint. This is sheer nonsense and un-American 
discrimination.” 

September 6: Editorial in Erie Dispatch, Remember the Maine! Quotes a 
speaker at National Convention of Spanish-American War Veterans: “Teddy 
Roosevelt would have rolled up his sleeves, pulled Joe Stalin across the con- 
ference table by his mustache and thrown him to hell out of Europe. Then he 
would have called Molotov and Gromyko and taught them to say ‘yes’ in English. 
And by that time we wouldn’t be having much trouble with Russia.” Editorial 
concludes by advocating adoption of foregoing policy. 

September 26: Editorial in Erie Dispatch, Major Break Near, discusses pros- 
pects of a break in the cold war. States: “The recent Marshall proposal, which 
constitutes our most formidable attack on Moscow’s postwar activities and 
prospective program was designed to notify these suffering, struggling peoples 
of France, Italy, Greece, and Turkey that the United States means to fight it 
out with Russia to a finish. Such a program will meet with general approval 
here right now.” 

October 16: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, Confused Communists discusses 
Moscow's organization of Communist parties in eastern European countries into 
an anti-United States front. 

October 17: Editorial in Erie Dispatch, War of Nerves, discusses Russia’s 
propaganda efforts. Editorializes: ““‘What is the best answer to Russia? * * * 
So far, the evidence indicates that the system of private enterprise is the most 
successful in the world’s history. Calmly, we should go to work to demonstrate 
to Mr. Stalin and Mr. Molotov that propaganda does not speak as loudly as our 
own accomplishments.” 

October 19: Editorial in Erie Dispatch, Prophets, discusses newspaper col- 
umnists, including Walter Winchell’s column on Russian Germ Warfare. States: 
“We think that Winchell would be better advised to contrast the high standard 
of living in this country with the peasant regimes of Russia and its satellites. 
After all, we have created the best economy in the world’s history by the Ameri- 
can competitive system.” 

November 5: Editorial in Erie Dispatch, We Don’t Get It! States: “If any of 
these newspapers [in the United States] express opinions which are not to the 
liking of Russia, an official protest is received from the Soviets by our State 
Department. But what happens when Pravda, or Izvestia, official organs of the 
Russian Government, write insulting or scandalous articles about the United 
States or its citizens? Why, says Comrade Stalin, haven’t you heard that 
there is such a thing as freedom of speech? Does it depend upon whose ox is 
being gored?” 
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December 15: Editorial in Erie Dispatch, Bill of Rights Day, advocates the 
position of Morris L. Ernst, New York lawyer, that communism should not be 
outlawed and that the “free market place of thought” should remain free in order 
that the truth may emerge the victor. 


L948 
January 8: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, Singing Commer s, discusses 
Voice of America broadcast to be beamed to Russia and its satellites, ineludin 
proposed jingle, “Everything comes from the United States that I saw in my 
larder. Yes, happy days are here again and I recognize them joyfully Ndi 


torial comments: “The language may seem silly, but Americans who pay the 
bills will be happy to know that the beneficiaries of their aid are getting wised 
up to Uncle Sam’s gratuities. That is, everyone will enjoy hearing the news 
except Uncle Joe, that is.” 

January 22: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, Russia Shrieks, discusses Russia’s 
concern over effect of Voice of America in satellite nations of Russia us well as 
Russia itself. Concludes: “And the net of the Moscow reaction is that they now 
fear and feel the effect of this country’s open intervention.” 

June 30: Editorial in the Erie Dispatch, Tito Learns a Lesson, discusses the 
ousting of Marshal Joseph Tito and his Communist Government of Yugoslavia 
from the Cominform. Editorial concludes: “But at the same time, his trouble 
serves again to remind free and sovereign peoples—and those who have welcomed 
Communist government—that what Moscow gives and permits, Moscow can take 
away and forbid.” 


ExHipit M 


LIST OF CITATIONS AND AWARDS MADE TO EDWARD LAMB INDIVIDUALLY AND/OR HIS 
STATIONS AND NEWSPAPER 


1945 


Citation presented to Edward Lamb in recognition of outstanding war bond 
sales performance in the seventh war loan drive 


1948 


Citation to Mrs. Sunne Miller (manager, radio station WTOD, Toledo, Ohio) 
from United States Marine Corps in grateful appreciation “For cooperation and 
assistance rendered in fostering and promoting interest in the activities of the 
Marine Corps Reserve as an integral part of the National Defense Establish 
ment. You have demonstrated a high sense of loyalty, devotion, and initiative 
to the best interests of our Nation.” 

Public service Citation awarded to radio station WTOD by the American 
Legion 


1949 


December 5: Letter from Vernon L. Clark, National Director, United States 
Savings Bonds Division, Treasury Department, Washington, addressed to Mr. 
Edward Lamb, publisher, Dispatch, Erie, Pa. : 

“Word has come to me from our Pennsylvania State office that the Dispatch is 
donating a continuous, consistent, effective savings bonds advertising campaign 

“Your donation of this series of ads will build a good reservoir of future 
purchasing power which will contribute toward the continued prosperity of vour 
fellow citizens and your community. 

“Please accept my personal appreciation and the gratitude of the Treasury 
Department for this generous and valuable cooperation.” 


1950 


October 19: Protestant church leaders of Erie, Pa., honored Edward Lamb. 
publisher of the Erie Dispatch and owner of television station WICU, for his 
efforts in furthering religious information in Erie. Lamb was given a gold 
embossed Bible at a dinner held in conjunction with Pennsylvania Week. 
Henry Crossley, president of the Erie Council of Churches, made the presenta- 
tion. Crossley cited Lamb and WICU for a series of special religious programs 
which the station was televising. 
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Edward Lamb, then president and owner of television station WTVN, Colum- 
bus, Ohio, received an award from the combined churches of central Ohio for his 
work in furthering religious work and education. Presenting the award was 
Msgr. Roland Winel of the Columbus Catholic Diocese; Dr. Donald Timmerman, 
secretary of the Franklin County Council of Churches; and Rabbi Jerome Folk- 
man, representing Franklin County Jewish Peoples Council 


1951 


WTVN, Columbus, Ohio, was the first television station to telecast the Easter 
mass 

October 15: A scroll was presented to Edward Lamb by an interfaith group 
at Erie, Pa., on behalf of the Catholic, Protestant, and Jewish faiths “for the 
magnificent contribution to the religious life of the community.” 

Television Station WTVN, Columbus, Ohio, then owned by Edward Lamb, 
received from the National Board of Fire Underwriters the special television 
gold medal award for outstanding public service in fire prevention. 

May 24: The Erie Safety Council, Erie, Pa., presented Mr. Lamb with a scroll 
“for the fine services you and your station (WICU-TV) have rendered.” 

The Colgate-Palmolive-Peet Co. awarded first prize to Station WICU in 
recognition of their outstanding promotional efforts in the Colgate Comedy Hour 
merchandising contest. 


1952 


Certificate awarded to Charles Kinney (manager, Radio Station WIKK, Erie, 
Pa.) “for meritorious service to the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in behalf 
of 1952 Pennsylvania Week.” 

Award given to Mr. Edward Lamb by interfaith group, Erie, Pa., during 
Pennsylvania Week “for his generous and diligent assistance in the presentation 
of Your Church and Sunday Church program on Station WICU.” 


1953 


Special citation awarded to Radio Station WTOD, Toledo, from United States 
Treasury “in recognition of outstanding volunteer service to community and 
Nation in the promotion and sale of United States savings bonds.” 

Certificate of appreciation from the National Foundation for Infantile Paraly- 
sis “in acknowledgment of outstanding cooperation during the March of Dimes” 
awarded to Charles Kinney (manager, Radio Station WIKK, Erie, Pa.). 

Citation awarded the Erie Dispatch, Erie, Pa., by the Associated Press for 
the newspaper's outstanding work and cooperation with AP in covering a train 
vreck between Erie and Conneaut, Ohio. 

Award presented Edward Lamb Thanksgiving Day by Erie, Pa., interfaith 
group “honoring his generosity and benevolence in giving his valuable time to 


the promotion of Your Church on WICU-TV.” 
1954 
WICU-TYV wins first prize in the Billboard’s 16th annual promotion competi- 


tion, both in audience promotion and sales promotion. WIKK, Erie, Pa., wins 
second prize in sales promotion. 





Exuisit N 


AFFIDAVIT OF SUNNE MILLER 
STATE OF OHIO, 
County of Lucas, ss: 

Sunne Miller, being duly sworn according to law, upon her oath deposes and 
Says: 

I have known Edward Lamb for over 20 years. Prior to 1941 I knew him 
as an outstanding attorney ready to aid those without funds for legal help. 

During that time I knew him to be interested in the social and economic 
changes developing in this country caused by the depression. 

In the summer of 1941 I was associated with Mr. Lamb in a summer theater 
project called Lakemont Landing. 
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In June 1947 I became assistant to Mr. Stanley Speer, then president of Unity 
Corp., Inc., licensee of Radio Stations WTOD and WTRT, in charge of public 
relations. When Mr. Speer left in September 1947, I was appointed manager of 
Radio Stations WTOD and WTRT 

As manager of the above-mentioned radio stations, I have been responsible 
for all the policymaking activities of these two stations and responsible to 
Mr. Lamb for my actions. During these years of operations Mr. Lamb has 
stated to me over and over again that these stations should take an active part 
in community life, not only making available time for the discussion of pertinent 
comniunity issues, but that the staff should actively participate in all community 
affairs. 

In accordance with these instructions, we have maintained a constant program 
of informing and entertaining the public while bringing many, many discussions 
of public interest to them. I am confident that the broadcasting record of 
WTOD and WTRT will show outstanding participation in every civic drive or 
community affair. 

Mr. Lamb has never issued any instructions or inferred by conversation that 
the news should be slanted in any respect over the stations. Our newscasts are 
taken from information over the leased wires of the Associated Press, local 
sources such as the Toledo police and fire departments, State bureaus, and 
accredited news releases from public relations firms. 

It has been our continuing policy that news should be presented in a factual 
manner without bias. 

I can truthfully say that I have never heard Mr. Lamb express any statement 
that could be considered favorable to the activities of the Communist Party. 

I know Mr. Lamb to be an outstanding American in his social and business 
life with a liberal outlook on the economic status of this country and the world. 
I know that he has contributed of his own time and broadcast time for the 
benefit of the interests of the community. 

I am aware of the charges being leveled against Mr. Lamb, and as manager 
of radio stations WTOD and WTRT, I firmly believe that an impartial investi- 
gation of our broadcasting activities and participation in community life will 
show there is no truth in these accusations. 

SuNNE MILLer. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of April 1954. 


CEcILE HUEBNER, 
A Notary Public of Lucas County, Ohio. 


My commission expires April 18, 1954. 





EXHIBIT O 
[From the Erie (Pa.) Dispatch, March 18, 1947] 


THE VIPER IN OvuR Bosom 


There was a time when recognition of the Communist Party as a legal political 
entity in America could be defended on the premise that the Constitution guar- 
antees the right of the party to exist. 

There also was a time when there was little cause for anxiety concerning the 
effect upon our institutions of permitting Communists free reign to rant. 

In those days, the typical Communist was either a crack-pot or, as in the 
1920’s, a juvenile not yet dry behind the ears and having fun shocking conven- 
tional people and patriots. 

Both were harmless and their soap-box antics were amusing. Most of the 
crackpots died in charity wards eventually, and most of the youngsters now are 
judges, industrialists, lawyers, writers, and other solid citizens who gave of 
their blood and possessions to save this country in the last war and are as 
ashamed of their youthful antics as they are of their sex indiscretions. 

However, that was before the Communists in America formed partnership 
with the Russian party; and before desperate and dangerous men moved in with 
the avowed purpose of wrecking this nation, socially and economically. 

Secretary of Labor Lewis B. Schwellenbach is advocating the outlawing of 
the United States Communist Party and such a law may be drawn by Chairman 
Fred A. Hartley (Republican, New Jersey) of the House Labor Committee. 
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Most thinking Americans will agree that, in trying to extend democratic prin- 
ciples to people of all political complexions, this nation has taken a viper to its 
bosom. It is unlikely that even the most ardent advocate of our precious demo- 
cratic privileges will see violation of our American principles if the Communist 
Party is kicked out, lock, stock and barrel, as a legal political group. 

It should always be remembered that this nation cannot exist part democratic 
and part communistic, any more than it could exist, as Lincoln pointed out, 
half free and half slave. Our democratic capitalism cannot be mixed with 
communism The two are as antipathetic as oil and water 

Communism in America no longer seeks reform through constitutional 
processes If it did, there would be no valid excuse to outlaw it. Communism 
in America today seeks to overthrow our system by violence. «It is boring into 
almost every phase of our national life like a spreading cancer; it is turning 
brother against brother and creating industrial and social havoc, which is the 
Russian way of conquering. 

Fools and innocent blunderers flock to the banners of communism in hordes, 
joining forces with the most insidious enemy this country ever had. The bloody 
hand of the Politburo has been laid even upon youth, labor, and church bodies, 
Thousands of naive persons, patriots at heart, do not know they have lent their 
names to communistic organizations with high-sounding and patriotic titles. 

Legal recognition of the Communists as a political party provides them with 
the shield they want and need. That recognition was a major victory for them. 
It would be an important step toward crushing this enemy within our gates 
to deprive communism of this protection and Mr. Schwellenbach should have 
the support of all patriotic Americans. 


EXHIBIT P 


[Lead editorial in the Toledo (Ohio) Blade of March 20, 1954 *] 


rHAT LAMB STORY AGAIN 


Again that ola story about Edward Lamb, Toledo attorney and radio-television 
operator, has bounced back into print. 

This time the Federal Communications Commission reports that it has re- 
ceived information, from a source as yet undisclosed, charging him with having 
been a member of the Communist Party and a contributor to its support. 
\nd it has decided to hold a hearing into the matter before renewing the tele- 
vision license for his station at Erie, Pa. 

Perhaps this belated showdown is desirable, both in fairness to Mr. Lamb 
ind the FCC Evidently that old story is never going to die a natural death, 
and the only thing to do is to bring it out in the open. If his accusers can prove 

iy of the things they have been saying, let them prove it once and for all or 

keep quiet about it hereafter 

Iiere in Toledo, where people have heard this story often, it doesn’t create 


I . 
( 


as much commotion as it seems to in Washington. This newspaper, which un 
aoubtedly is as well informed about what goes on in this community as anybody 
else, has never come across any evidence to support the accusation And though 


Mr. Lamb catered to the left when that was the popular thing to do, he certainly 
ippears to have been bearing right with his business activities in recent years. 
Whether he leans left or right, Mr. Lamb has always seemed to us to trim his 


sails to suit his own advantage. We do not believe that he has ever been a man 
of any strong convictions whatsoever. And we will grant that one has to get up 
very early in the morning to get the better of him in anything. 


Buta Communist? Bunk! 


‘The Toledo Blade is Edward Lamb’s hometown newspaper and a business competitctr 
of Mr. Lamb 
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Exutpit T 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, 
Varch 17, 1952. 
Mrs. BERNIECE WHITMORE, 
Brie, Pa. 

DEAR Mapam: * * * 

You may be interested in knowing that section 310 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, provides that all transfers of control of the licensees 
of broadeast facilities must receive the prior consent of this Commission. In 
response to your inquiry as to whether the Commission investigates the qualifi 
cations of proposed purchasers, the Commission will consent to the transfer of 
control of a licensee when it decides that such transfer is in the public interest. 
In order to make this determination, consonant with section 319 (a) of the Com 
munications Act, it is necessary to inquire into, among other things, the legal, 
technical, financial, and other qualifications of the transferee to operate a radio 
station. Such inquiry and determination can only be made after a careful and 
detailed study of all of the facts before the Commission. 

When this Commission had under consideration a previous application of 
Mr. Lamb, it withheld action until it had contacted the Federal Bureau of In 
vestigation and received a summary of information in the Bureau’s files regard 
ing Mr. Lamb. Upon the basis of the record and material furnished by the Fed 
eral Bureau of Investigation, the Commission was unable to find that he was 
unqualified to be a licensee. For your further information, the material re- 
ferred to was furnished the Select Committee of the House of Representatives, 
SOth Congress, which conducted an investigation of the activities of this Com 
mission. <A part of the file of report of that Commission (H. Rept. 2479, 80th 
Cong., 2d sess.) was devoted to Mr. Lamb. 

ae ~ + + * + * 
Very truly yours, 
T. J. Stowikg, Secretary. 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 24, 1954 


Unirep States SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND ForeEIGN COMMERCE, 
Washington, D.C. 


The committee met at 10:10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room G-16 
of the Capitol, Senator John W. Bricker (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Bricker, Schoeppel, Potter, Duff, Payne, Bow- 
ring, Johnson of Colorado, Magnuson, Pastore, Monroney, and 
Smathers. 

Also present: Bertram O. Wissman, chief clerk; Edward Jarrett, 
assistant chief clerk; Nick Zapple, counsel for Subcommittee No. 2 
on Communications. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will come to order. 

You are Mr. John C. Doerfer ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. I have here a short biographical sketch. I think 
it is the same one that was submitted when you became a member in 
the first place. I would like to make it a part of the record at this time. 

(The biographical sketch of John C. Doerfer is as follows:) 


BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH OF JOHN C. DOERFER, MADISON, WIs. 


November 30, 1904: Born in Milwaukee, Wis., of German-American parents: 
John M. Doerfer and Magdalen Doerfer, nee Mading. 

1911-19: Grade school, Holy Assumption. 

1919-23: High school, West Allis, Wis. 

1924-28: University of Wisconsin. Graduated with a Bachelor of Arts degree 
in commerce, major, accounting. 

1929: Married Ida M. Page, also a graduate of University of Wisconsin; Eng- 
lish teacher. Two children: John Page Doerfer, 1937; Gordon Lee Doerfer, 1939. 

1929-34: Worked as accountant, Kearney & Trecker Corp.; Price Waterhouse, 
Cosden Oil Co. (part time from 1931 to 1934 while attending law school). 

1931-34: Marquette University School of Law, Milwaukee, Wis. Graduated 
with a jurum doctor degree, cum laude. 

1935: Stood for State senator on Democratic ticket (one of two factions) ; 
failed of nomination. 

1934-40: General practice of law in city of West Allis, Milwaukee County, Wis. 

1937: State chairman, Junior Bar Conference of American Bar Association. 

1938: Chairman of Milwaukee County Junior Bar Association. 

1940: Elected city attorney, city of West Allis (population 40,000) on non- 
partisan ticket. 

1940: Chairman of West Allis Committee for Wendell Willkie, candidate for 
President. 

1944: Associate appeal counsel for local selective service board. 

1944: Reelected city attorney; no opposition. 

1946-47 : Member of board of governors of Wisconsin Bar Association. 

1947-48: Secretary of Milwaukee Executive Club. 


“J 
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1945-49 : Member, Milwaukee Barrister Club (chancellor in 1947). 

1945-53 : Member of Rotary Club. 

1943-49: Chairman of public utilities committee of League of Wisconsin 
Municipalities. 

1948 : Reelected city attorney ; no opposition. 

1946-47 : State chairman of National institute of Muncipal Law Officers. 

1947-48: Member of psychiatry board of Milwaukee Community Chest. 

1949-55: Appointed a commissioner on Public Service Commission of Wis- 
consin by Gov. Oscar Rennebohm. Elected chairman by associate members. 

1951: Appointed chairman by Gov. Walter Kohler. 

1952: Chairman of National Association of Railroad and Utilities Commis- 
sioners committee on regulatory practice and procedure. 

1951-52: Served on budget committee of Madison United Givers Fund. 

1953: Appointed Commissioner on Federal Communications Commission by 
President Eisenhower to fill unexpired term to June 30, 1954. 

1953: Appointed Chairman of the Committee on Prehearing Procedures, 1 of 10 

ommittees on the President’s Conference on Administrative Procedure. 

1953: Vice chairman for Community Chest, Federal Communications Com- 
mission. 

Clubs: Milwaukee Athletic Club (1947-49); Westmoor Country Club, Mil- 
waukee (1945-49) ; Maple Bluff Country Club, Madison (1949-53) ; Congressional 
Country Club, Washington, D. C. (1953 to present) 

lobbies: Golf, fishing, and reading. 


Mr. McGraru. Mr. Chairman, may I, before you start examining 
the witness, introduce the two documents which I promised yesterday— 
one, the affidavit of Emmett Lee Wheaton and the other the letter ex- 
p! uUnIng why the Meet the Press program was dropped from the Erie 
station / 

Both of these documents were promised yesterday. 

Phe Cramman. They will be made a part of the record. 

(The documents refe rred to are as follows:) 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, 
March 17, 1952 


Mi BERNIECE WHITMORE, Hrie, Pa 

DeaR MapAM: This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of February 11, 
1952, in which you state that it has been announced that Dispatch, Inc., a corpo- 
ration controlled by Ed Lamb, is purchasing station WIKK, Erie, Pa. You specifi- 


cally inquire as to whether or not the Commission investigates the qualifications 
of the purchasers of radio stations. You further state that station WICU-TYV, 
Erie, Pa., controlled by Ed Lamb, did not carry the Meet the Press program when 
Senator Robert Taft was to appear as a guest. 

For your information, an application (BTC-—1271) was filed with the Com- 
mission on March 4, 1952, requesting Commission consent to the transfer of 
control of Community Service Broadcasting Co., licensee of station WIKK, Erie, 
Pa., from Keith Kiggins and Donald W. Reynolds to Dispatch, Inc. Mr. Lamb 
is the president, treasurer, director, and owner of 1,410 shares out of a total of 
1,790 shares of the outstanding stock of Dispatch, Inc. Dispatch, Inc. is also 
the licensee of station WICU-TY, Erie, Pa. 

You may be interested in knowing that section 310 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, provides that all transfers of control of the licensees of 
broadcast facilities must receive the prior consent of this Commission. In re- 
sponse to your inquiry as to whether the Commission investigates the qualifica- 
tions of proposed purchasers, the Commission will consent to the transfer of con- 
trol of a licensee when it decides that such transfer is in the public interest. In 
order to make this determination, consonant with section 319 (a) of the Com- 
munications Act, it is necessary to inquire into, among other things, the legal, 
technical, financial, and other qualifications of the transferee to operate a radio 
station. Such inquiry and determination can only be made after a careful and 
detailed study of all of the facts before the Commission. 

When this Commission had under consideration a previous application of Mr. 
Lamb, it withheld action until it had contacted the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion and received a summary of information in the Bureau’s files regarding Mr. 
Lamb. Upon the basis of the record and material furnished by the Federal Bureau 
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of Investigation, the Commission was unable to find that he was unqualified to 
be a licensee. For your further information, the material referred to was fur- 
nished the Select Committee of the House of Representative, 80th Congress, which 
conducted an investigation of the activities of this Commission. A part of the 
file report of that Commission (H. Rept. 2479, 80th Cong., 2d sess.) was devoted 
to Mr. Lamb. 

With particular reference to the cancellation of the Meet the Press program, 
the Commission, on February 18, 1952, forwarded the copy of a complaint con- 
cerning such deletion to the licensee and asked for its comments. On February 
21, 1952 the Commission received a letter from Edward Lamb in response to Com- 
mission inquiry in which he enclosed copies of a letter from St. George & Keyes, 
Inc., the advertising agency for Revere Copper & Brass, Inc., sponsors of the Meet 
the Press program. The representatives of the advertising agency stated that 
the sponsor was forced to cancel the program on station WICU-TY for budget 
reasons. This advertising agency, at the request of Mr. Lamb, has promised to 
put this program back on station WICU if and when the sponsor’s budget situ 
ation permits. Mr. Lamb, in his letter, stated that he has had Senator Taft on 
television programs over station WICU whenever possible and assured the Com 
mission that the facilities of the station would at all times remain open for 
authoritative discussion of issues. Lamb further assured the Commission that 
there was no discrimination directly or indirectly against speakers. 

I trust this information has answered your inquiry. If I can be of any further 
assistance to you please do not hesitate to call upon me. 

Very truly yours 
T. J. Sitowlr, Secretary. 


STATE OF OHIO, 
County of Lucas, 8s: 

Emmett Lee Wheaton, being duly sworn according to law deposes and says: 

My name is Emmett Lee Wheaton, Jr., and I reside in Lucas County on Old 
State Line Road, Route 3, Box 348, Ohio. My phone number is LU 77-4147 

On Saturday, April 3, 1954, I attended a CIO rally in Columbus, Ohio, at the 
Central High School, and was there from noon until about 5 p. m., when we left 
to return home. I arrived home about 12: 30 Sunday morning. 

My wife informed me that 2 white men, whom she didn’t know, and 1 colored 
man whose name is William (Bill) Cummings, had come to my house Saturday 
afternoon looking for me. She had my son inform them that I was out of town 
and that I would be back the following day. 

Sunday evening about 6:30 my phone rang, and a man who identified himself 
as Mr. Fitzpatrick from the Federal Communications Commission informed me 
that he and his partner were the ones that were there Saturday and wished to 
talk with me the same evening. 

The appointment was set for 8:30 in room 301 of the Park Lane Hotel. I 
arrived at the hotel about 8: 20, and as I parked my car I was met by Bill Cum- 
mings, who informed me that he was waiting to take me upstairs to room 310. 
We proceeded through the front entrance to the elevator and up to room 310. 

Mr. Cummings knocked on the door and was told to enter. When we were 
inside the room, Mr. Cummings introduced me to one fellow who said his name 
was Powell, another one—Fitzpatrick—and a third man whose name now 
escapes my memory. 

The man identified as Powell told me that they were seeking information 
concerning one Edward Lamb, and they wanted to know if I had seen him give 
money to the Communist Party and on one specific occasion had I heard him 
promise to support the Communist Party with donations. I told Mr. Powell 
that I objected to that line of questioning whereby he was presupposing that 
I knew something without first having at least the common courtesy to ask me 
did I know him. 

I told him for his information that I had been a member of the Communist 
Party, had entered the party of my own free will and had come out on my own 
free will. That I knew nothing concerning Mr. Lamb other than hearsay, and 
that I asked that their records show that I so stated that it was hearsay, and 
that I would not be a party to tearing down the name of an outstanding citizen 
regardless to whom it concerned. 

Then I was told by Bill Cummings that he wanted to jog my memory, and 
he stated a date in September 1944. This date was the 18th. On this date 
he said Lincoln House—this name applies to the Communist Party headquar- 
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ters in Toledo at this time—was dedicated on this above-mentioned date. Cum- 
mings further stated to me that I personally was present, and I told him that 
10 years was a long time and that I couldn’t remember whether I was there 
or not, but he could let his records read that if he said so I would go along with 
it that I was personally present. And I also turned and stated to Mr. Powell 
to also let his record read that admitting my personal presence there did not 
under any circumstances admit on my part that I had seen J. B. Simmons or 
Edward Lamb there. It was at this point that I again stated to the group pres- 
ent that all I knew about Mr. Lamb was uncorroborated rumors. 

Mr. Fitzpatrick stated that if I could specify a date, a time or place, person 
or persons, who were in my company at the time I heard these rumors, that it 
would be acceptable. I told Mr. Fitzpatrick that I could remember no times, 
no dates, no persons or places that would corroborate these rumors concerning 
Mr. Lamb or Mr. J. B. Simmons. 

Then Bill Cummings spoke up and said the only man he feared was Mr. Mc- 
Grath, Mr. Lamb’s lawyer, that he knew that he would have to testify and that 
they would try to get overwhelming testimony to have them—and he referred to 
Mr. McGrath and Mr. Lamb as them-——to not ask for a hearing on this particular 
matter 

He further stated that while he, Bill Cummings, was an undercover agent 
for the FBI that he had sent in reports to Mr. MeGrath and in these reports they 
stated Mr. Lamb was a member of the Communist Party. Not only was Mr. 
Lamb a member of the Communist Party, but Mr. Paul Block, Jr. was a meinber 
of the Young Communist Party League. That he had evidence to prove that 
Paul Block was a member during his student days in college. He mentioned 
either Yale or Harvard. I can’t .remember just which one it was, but it was 
1 of the 2. He further stated that that was the reason that Mr. Block was 
defending Mr. Lamb. 

He further stated that there was a woman newspaper reporter on the Blade 
who covered the opening of the Lincoln House. He said her name was 

He said this woman reporter was a member of the Communist Party and 
that Joe Friedman, who was the local party secretary at that time had her get 
this assignment to cover this opening of the Lincoln House in 1944. 

Cummings further stated that the Toledo Blade of the above date and also the 
Morning Times of the above date both carried stories stating that Lamb and 
Simmons were present and that copies of this story can be found in the public 
library here in the city of Toledo at this present time. 

About this time I arose to leave and there came a knock at the door. The 
little gray-haired man whose name I can’t remember answered the door and 
turned around and stated to those in the room that it was newspapermen in the 
hall. Him and Powell went out into the hall and supposedly talked with him 
about 10 minutes. I would like to state for the record I did not see these news- 
papermen nor did I overhear any of their conversation. 

After they came back into the room I told them that if that was all they 
wanted I would be going and I asked them to bring me my hat and coat when 
there came another knock at the door. If I am not mistaken, Powell answered 
the door this time and stated that it was police officers. 

He went out in the hall and remained about 5 minutes. When he came back 
into the room, Cummings asked the little gray-haired man to step out in the hall 
with him. They went in the hall about 5 minutes when they both came back into 
the room. 

During these intervals of interruption by the newspapermen and the police- 
men, the conversation was more or less general conversation and not on any 
given subject in particular. 

Cummings and I left together. When we entered the elevator, Cummings 
wanted to know if I wanted to go out the back door. I told him “No,” I was going 
out the front door the same way I came in. That I had nothing to be ashamed 
of nor did I have anything to hide. As we walked toward my car, I told him 
I was going to stop downtown and get a cup of coffee and I asked him would 
he have one. 

He told me “no” he had to get right home and offered to buy me gas if I 
would take him home. I told him there would be no charge. We drove down 
Summit Street to a gas station at the foot of High Level Bridge where I 
bought 5 gallons of gas. Then I drove Cummings over to his mother’s home, 
which is on Ironwood Ave. 

On the way across the High Level Bridge, Cummings said to me “If you 
will let your memory remember Lamb and Simmons being at the Lincoln House 
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on the platform and pledging to give money to the cause of the Communist 
Party, it will be worth $1,000 to you and all your expenses paid if this goes to a 
hearing.” 

I told Bill now I was utterly convinced that this whole thing was political 
and that I would certainly like to know who I would be working for. 

There was other small talk concerning work here in the city and things 
along that line, and Bill was telling me about himself and the praise that he 
had gotten from the Scripps-Howard papers, how they had built him up as a 
martyr to the cause of fighting communism, and he cited me an instance in this 
article whereby they said that Bill’s father had died believing his son to be a 
traitor to his Government. Bill laughingly said that his eld man died not giving 
nu damn about the Government. 

He asked me to look up one Helen Fuller, whose husband was Ora Fuller, 
that he couldn’t find them and he wanted to get their address because he believed 
like Ida Bell from Auto-Lite that these people would go along with him in stat- 
ing that Lamb and Simmons was present at the dedication of the Lincoln House. 

He told me to be sure and let him know if I would change my mind and go 
along with him and that he would certainly see that I got the money. 

That’s all. 

Mr. Lamb can use this information in any way he sees fit—press, public, 
pulpit. It’s O. K. with me. I voluntarily gave this information because I felt 
that Mr. Lamb was being done a grievous wrong for political reasons. 


EMMETT LEE WHEATON, Jr. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of April 1954. 
CECILE HUEBNER, 


Notary Public, Lucas County, Ohio. 
My Commission expires April 18, 1954. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Civil Action No. 1998-54 


Edward Lamb, et al., plaintiffs, v. Rosel H. Hude, et al., defendants 


AFFIDAVIT 
CITY OF WASHINGTON, 
District of Columbia, ss: 

John C. Doerfer, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says: 

1. That he is a Commissioner duly appointed and qualified of the Federal 
Communications Commission. 

2. That with respect to paragraph 10 of the plaintiffs’ complaint, this deponent 
states categorically that he at no time as a Commissioner nor in consort with his 
fellow Commissioners ever attempted to bribe or offer or cause to be offered “at 
least one bribe” for false testimony to any person; ever instructed or authorized 
any of the three investigators who were on behalf of the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission investigating matters respecting the plaintiffs, to induce citi- 
zens to testify falsely to any of the charges against plaintiffs; or ever instructed 
or authorized said investigators to offer or cause to be offered any bribe in order 
to procure false testimony. 

8. Deponent further avers that immediately upon having received a copy of 
said complaint and having read paragraph 10, he contacted the three investi- 
gators, and individually asked each investigator specically whether or not he 
(the investigator) had attempted to induce citizens of any community to testify 
falsely that plaintiff Lamb was in fact affiliated or associated with the Com- 
munist Party, or whether or not said investigator offered or caused to be offered 
“at least one bribe” for any such false testimony, and asked each investigator 
to state fully any and all information or knowledge he possessed with respect to 
the allegations of paragraph 10 of plaintiffs’ complaint. 

4. Deponent further avers that the unequivocal and immediate reply of each 
investigator was that said charges were wholly false and without foundation, 
and assured this deponent that at no time in their investigation had they 
attempted to induce citizens to testify falsely, nor did they offer or cause to be 
offered any bribe in connection therewith; that the investigators’ replies to this 
deponent denied that they conducted themselves in any manner or did anything 
or spoke to any citizen in any manner which by the furthest stretch of the imagi- 
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nation could be construed to be an attempt to induce any persons to testify falsely 
or to offer or to cause to be offered any bribe for false testimony. 

5. This deponent further avers that other than paragraph 10 of plaintiffs’ 
complaint, this deponent has received no information or intimation of any kind 
that these investigators were not men of honesty and proven integrity, or that 
they in any manner attempted to induce citizens to tesify falsely or oer or cause 
to be offered any bribe for false testimony. 

JOHN C. DOERFER. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of June 1954. 

LENAH J. FERRO. 
Votary Public. 

Senator Scnorrrent. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Senator Schoeppel. 

Senator Scuorrret. At this juncture in this hearing this morning 
I regretfully say I am in a tough conflict in position. I am a mem- 
ber of the Agricultural Committee and today is the executive session 
wherein we discuss and probably vote on the question of the type of 
controls, and inasmuch as that meeting was set for about 2 weeks 
for this morning at 10 o’clock, I am compelled to ask to be excused 
from this hearing. 

Mr. Doerfer, 1 want to say I will read the transcript of these pro- 
ceedings this morning and I regret that my conflicting position on these 
two committees almost makes it imperative that I attend the other 
session. 

[ wanted the members of the committee here to know that. 

The Ciuarrman. We appreciate your coming over. 

Senator Scnorpre. If I possibly can, if we pass on some important 
matters over there early, I shall be here immediately following that. 

The Carman. Thank you very much. We appreciate your com- 
ing over. We know how important that is. That may determine 
whether we get out of here on the 21st of July or the 25th of September. 

Senator Scnorrret. And I hope we can call them right. 

The Cuatrman. Thanks very much. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrrer. Senator Purtell called me this morning and asked 
me to announce to you and to the committee that he also has a con- 
flict with committees, and he is holding hearings in the Old Supreme 
Court Room and he won’t be able to attend at this time; but if needed 
for a quorum or for other purposes, he will be available. 

The Cuarmman. We have a quorum. He left a proxy here yester- 
day morning. 

Thanks very much. 

Mr. Doerfer, you were here yesterday during the hearing. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I was. 

The CHamman. And you may proceed and make any statement 
you care to at this time in regard to the facts that were stated then, 
just in your own way, and any answers you care to make and any 
statements on your own behalf you care to make, just proceed to testify 
as you care. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Mr. Chairman, I ask at this time I be placed under 
oath. 

The CHatmrMan. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth and that you shall answer unto God ? 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN C. DOERFER 


Mr. Dorrrer. I do. 

Might I ask at this time that Mr. McGrath, the attorney for Mr. 
Lamb, concede on the record that his testimony as given will be re- 
ceived as though it were given under oath. 

Mr. McGratu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dorrrer. And subject to the penalties of perjury ‘ 

Mr. McGratu. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. All right. The record shows that Mr. McGrath 
was under oath. 

Mr. McGrarn. Yes. 

Mr. Dorrrer. My name is John C. Doerfer. 

I was born and raised in West Allis, Milwaukee County, Wis. 

After graduation from the local high school, I attended the Univer- 
sity of Wisconsin. I was graduated in 1928 with a degree of bachelor 
of arts in commerce. I majored in accounting. 

I did that work for a few years and then entered the law school of 
Marquette University in Milwaukee, Wis. I was graduated from 
Marquette University Law School with a J. D. degree, cum laude, in 
1934. 

In 1936, after I had hung out my shingle in the private practice of 
law, and alone, entered the Democratic race for State senator. I was 
defeated. 

Because Mr. Lamb had made some statements about my being rather 
disdainful of his not being a Republican, I feel constrained to indi- 
cate some of my political activities. 

In 1932 I voted for President Roosevelt. In 1936 I voted for 
President Roosevelt. 

In 1937, as 2» member of a young lawyers’ group in Milwaukee 
County, I took a position and was opposed to President Roosevelt’s 
proposed bill which would enlarge the Supreme Court, or the mem- 
bership of the Supreme Court, and as commonly referred to as the 
so-called Supreme Court packing bill. 

During the 1930's and through 1940, and 1950, 1954, I have always 
voted and supported a Republican governor in Wisconsin. 

It is not necessary to join a party in Wisconsin. It is an open pri- 
mary and you have as much leeway as your conscience dictates with 
respect to the selection of your choice. 

In 1940 I met Mr. Wendell Willkie. The extent of our meeting 
was no more than just shaking hands, but I did attend a meeting 
at which he spoke. I was persuaded by Mr. Willkie and I supported 
him. 

About that time I had been elected city attorney of the city of West 
Allis. That is a city of about 40,000 population. It is a suburb of 
Milwaukee. It is an industrial community, and ever since 1932 the 
Representative from the district within which the city of West Allis 
is located elected to the House of Congress has been a Democrat. 

I give you the background of the type and character of peop. 

They are hard-working people. They are mostly middle-class 
laborers. 

There is located in West Allis the Allis-Chalmers plant. 

The significance of that I will point out later. 
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About the time that I was being elected city attorney I openly cam- 
paigned for Wendell Willkie in Ww est Allis. I had stood on the plat- 
form and introduced the then president of Ripon College who spoke 
for Mr. Willkie. 

Allis-Chalmers Co, sustained a very serious strike. There were two 
of them. I do not recall the exact dates. One was in 1941 and was led 
by a man by the name of Christoffel. I think the records indicate that 
he was either a Communist or closely associated with communism. 

[It was a very violent strike. There were about 18,000 people that 
were milling in the streets of the city of West Allis. 

There was another strike later. ~ 

[ wish to point out that after Germany had declared war on Russia 
Mr. Christoffel was very peaceful and very quiet in West Allis, and we 
had no labor difficulty until some time after that. 

My jurisdiction, so far as city attorney was concerned, was rather 
limited, in the sense I was essenti: ully a < ‘ounsel, a corporation for the 
city. I had little to do with the police court. I attended the police 
court whenever the police department felt they needed some assistance. 

As a result of the strike in which there had been substantial damage 
to property and to people, I counseled and advised with the police 
department that those under arrest who had been charged with com- 
mitting a personal injury on spectators, policemen, or others be prose- 
cuted by the State’s attorney, located in Milwaukee, and the others who 
had smashed windows and did property damage of a minor nature, I 
suggested they be prosecuted in the West Allis police court. 

There were about 12 cases. 

During the course of these local trials, there was a technical ques- 
tion which arose—whether or not they were entitled to a jury trial— 
and that matter went to the Supreme Court of Wisconsin. 

The significance of that is by the time it came back from the Supreme 
Court of Wisconsin, the strike had been settled, ev erything had been 
peaceful and the question was whether or not these 12 defendants 
should be tried. 

It had been suggested to me to dismiss it, that it probably would just 
arouse tempers and open up wounds. I said, “Absolutely not.” 

We tried the cases. They had jury trials. 

Some of the defendants were definitely pegged as being Communist, 
because during the course of the proceedings one of the defendants 
was asked by me whether or not he believed in God and he said that he 
didn’t; and then, of course, the judge asked him why and the whole 
thing broke. So, instead of sworn, he was affirmed. 

In any event, the significance is that, notwithstanding a lot of pres- 
sure on me to dismiss these charges from all sides, the labor element 
as well as business as well as some civic-minded people, I got convic- 
tions in the first six. One was dismissed and I agreed with the jury 
and told the jury that I thought their verdict in that case was correct, 
that the evidence did not support the charge. 

In the other cases, they all pled guilty. 

The fines amounted to about $200 plus costs in each case, which, by 
the way, was substantially more than the fines imposed upon those who 
had been prosecuted by the district attorney in Milwaukee County for 
having inflicted some very serious personal injuries. 
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With that background, I wish to indicate that I had voted and sup- 
ported a man by the name of Wasielewski, who was a congressman 
from our district—I forget the year—and a Democrat. He is a per- 
sonal friend of mine. His father was a doctor and he still has a very 
good reputation. 

A Communist by the name of Brobovich—1I might indicate that label 
had been tagged on Mr. Brobovich by all of the local groups and it 
was commonly accepted to be a fact—against Mr. Wasielewski, and 
although I had been on the radio campaigning for the then Republican 
candidate for governor, I took the radio and openly campaigned for 
Mr. Wasielewski, 2 Democrat running for Congress. He was defeated 
in the primary. 

Later a group of lawyers, including many Republicans, got together 
and decided to support Mr. Wasielewski as an Independent. He was 
defeated, but very hapilly so was Mr. Brobovich. A Republican, for 
the first time, was elected from that district. Odd enough, the Repub- 
lican was a man who a short time before, as I understand it, was a 
member of the Socialist Party of Milwaukee. 

If this seems a little confusing, I would suggest there are many 
things in Wisconsin that are confusing politically. 

The Cratrman. It would be confusing in my State. I will tell you 
that. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I apologize to the members of this committee for going 
into this detail, but a very serious charge has been made to the effect 
that I am biased and prejudiced against Mr. Lamb because he is a 
Democrat and some statement to the effect that I allegedly made, “It’s 
too bad you’re not a Republican.” I might indicate that, after I had 
been city attorney, and although I had been threatened with reprisals, 
I was reelected twice thereafter for a four-year term, without any oppo 
sition, in a city of 40,000 people. 

I have never, during my whole career as a public official, ever been 
charged by anybody with being unfair, with being depraved, with 
being wanton. 

I would suggest to the members of this committee that they examine 
the proceedings regarding my nomination for a Commissioner on the 
Federal Communications Commission in my hearing which occurred 
about a year ago. It is entitled “Hearing Before the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 83d Congress, Ist Session,” dated 
April 1, 1953. 

The reason I urge the members of the committee to read that is that 
it contains perhaps a little more detailed information pertaining to my 
administration on the Wisconsin Public Service Commission. 

I had represented the city of West Allis in the utility cases pending 
before the State Public Service Commission of Wisconsin. 

I think you lawyers will appreciate, especially those of you who 
have had some municipal experience, that you are thrown into a mil- 
lion-dollar lawsuit overnight. Council meets on Tuesday night and 
tells you, “There’s a rate hearing before the Public Service Commis- 
sion tomorrow morning. Goon out there and try to lick it.” 

I represented the city of West Allis in numerous utility-rate cases. 
As a result of some of my efforts, I, notwithstanding the fact that the 
public service commission had granted an increase of several millions 
of dollars to a utility, secured for the city and the County of Milwan- 
kee a reduction in rates of one-quarter of a million dollars. 
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That fact was not discovered for many, many months thereafter. 
A reporter for the Milwaukee Journal had stumbled upon my brief 
in the case, and many months later that particular matter made head- 
lines in Milwaukee. 

The reason I point that out is because Mr. Lamb indicated there had 
been unfavorable press articles nationwide against him, and I thought 
that he had suggested or was attempting to suggest that I was respon- 
sible for it. 

I at no time ever called a newspaper reporter. I at no time ever 
sought publicity. I answe a questions when they sought me out. 

I am not publicity-minded. I am not politically ambitious. 

In 1948, when I had determined to resign as city attorney and en- 
gage in private practice of the law, I received a call from the then 
governor of the State of Wisconsin, who had succeeded his predeces- 
sor who died. Governor Rennebohm was then Lieutenant Governor. 
[ don’t remember that I actively supported the Lieutenant Governor 
in his campaign, that is,in West Allis. 

There had been some personal] conflict on the public service commis- 
sion of Wisconsin, of which the State was and is very proud. It is 
one of the oldest commissions in the country. It was one of the lead- 
ing commissions in the country. It is still a leading commission in 
the country. Many State commissioners have sought the advice of 
the staff and some of the members of that commission. 

I was very proud when I had been called by the governor but I was 
apprehensive because of the salary situation and I indicated a reticence 
und he indicated the salary would be increased from eighty-five 
hundred to ten thousand dollars. Ia ‘cepted. 

The two commissioners who were on the commission at that time 
elected me their chairman. 

Later on the law was changed and the appointing power was given 
to the governor. 

Governor Walter Kohler was then the Governor, and he appointed 
‘thairman. The chairman was to be for 6 years. I served 4 years 
on that commission and my public record—and some of it is in the 
hearing of April 1 before this committee, 1953, and I urge the com- 
mittee members to read that. 

About 1952 I had indicated to Governor Kohler that I was looking 
forward to early retirement from the commission and wished to enter 
the private practice of the law. Governor Kohler indicated that he 
didn’t want to lose me and expressed some regret, but finally said, 
“You'll have to make up your own mind on that.” 

I held back my decision until after the November elections and 
President Eisenhower was elected. 

Shortly thereafter, or about Christmas time, there were numerous 
rumors in the city of Madison that I had been and was being considered 
as a commissioner on the Securities Exchange Commission, on the 
Federal Power Commission and on the Federal Communications Com- 
mission. They, so far as I was concerned, were pure rumors, and I so 
advised all the newspaper men who called me. 

[ later found out that Walter Kohler, Governor Kohler, had sug- 
gested to President Eisenhower that I was good timber and available, 
he was sure, for one of the commissions. 

When some interest was indicated in Washington that they would 
like to see me and talk to me I had indicated I wanted some time to 


me ¢ 
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think that over; and I took 2 weeks and consulted my friends. I 
finally indicated that I would accept a job as a commissioner, but 
indicated I had little experience with respect to the Securities Ex- 
change Commission, some with respect to the Federal Communications 
Commission in telephone matters, and, of course, a good deal with the 
Federal Power Commission. 

[ wish at this point to indicate that the Phillips Petroleum case, 
which was just decided 2 weeks ago in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and which was a victory for the consumers in the met- 
ropolitan areas of this country, was initiated, guided, and directed by 
myself, in cooperation with my fellow commissioners, the Governor 
of the State of Wisconsin, the attorney general, our chief counsel and 
the deputy attorney general, that I h: ad made a — ul appearance 
before the Federal Power Commission and I pled in vain that they 
assume jurisdiction of the Phillips Petroleum Co. ‘We lost there: 
went to the circuit court of appeals. It was a split decision, and last 
week, or 2 weeks ago, the United States Supreme Court came down 
with what is considered by those who live in industrial communities 
and in the consuming markets as perhaps one of the most outstanding 
victories for them in rate litigation within the last 20 years. 

Now, I again wish to apologize to this committee for appearing to 
discuss these things which do appear to be nothing more or less than 
self-adulation, but I am quite anxious that this committee get my 
viewpoint, that I am and have been a public servant, and, with your 
indulgence, I wish at this time to read just briefly some excerpts with 
respect to four newspaper articles in the State of Wisconsin by news- 
papers of all political color, that is, openly acknowledged as Republi- 
can or Independent or Democrat. 

The Milwaukee Journal on March 21, 1953 had this to say 


DOoERFER CHOICE Goop ONE 


Nomination of John Doerfer as a member of the Federal Communications 
Commission is a tribute to the high caliber of his public service in Wisconsin. 

As city attorney of West Allis and as a public service commissioner since 
1949, Mr. Doerfer has shown keen concern for the public interest. He has been 
an able, hard-working, hard-hitting defender of that interest, but consistently 
fair. 

And I wish to underscore that “consistently fair.” 

Nobody, politician or otherwise, has been able to push him around. 

His past service has familiarized him thoroughly with operations and prob- 
lems of government regulatory bodies such as the FCC; also with many aspects 
of the matters that come under FCC jurisdiction. He should be a good mem- 


ber of the FCC, and the one we shall be proud to say first made his name in 
Wisconsin. 


The Wisconsin State Journal said: 
DoOERFER, A GAIN For THE NATION 


Wisconsin’s severe loss will be the Nation’s great gain when John C. Doerfer 
goes to Washington as a Federal Communications Commissioner. 

And then follows some more, and again I wash to underscore that 
they emphasized that I had proved myself : 

John Doerfer has proved himself a high-minded, fair-minded, and tough- 


minded hombre. His wisdom, his respect for facts, and his devotion to justice 
are matched by his bluntness of speech and his positiveness of action. 
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Then there appears an article : the Milwaukee Sentinel, a Repub- 
lican paper, and I will not read it, but I urge again that the committee 


members read it. That one may be biased and prejudiced because 
the Sentinel is regarded as a Republican newspaper in Milwaukee but 
the Sheboygan Press is a Democratic newspaper, as I un iderstand it, 


and their title is: 


An excellent choice The nomination of John ¢ Doerfer, chairman of the 


State public service commission, as a member of the Federal Comimutuicatious 


Commission, is a distinct honor for Wisconsin 

Then follows some more information, which I again wish to stress 
points out that newspapers that owed me no obligation, owed me no 
debt, whose favor I had never curried, made these statements after 
having been able to examine my record for 12 years as a public servant. 

Now, with respect to the charges Mr. Lamb made: The charges are 
to the effect that I am biased, that I am prejudiced, that I have indi- 

cated that, because he was not a Republican and I had some animosity 

canada him, I was retarding his progress. He also indicated that 
because he was rich, I was opposed to it or at least callous to any 
financial losses he may have sustained. 

Members of this committee, when I took office in April of 1953, and 
shortly thereafter an application had come up by Mr. Lamb or one 
of his enterpises, in which there were filed two complaints, one by an 
American Legion post in the community and one by an individual. 

I have, unfortunately, not got copies of those complaints. I will 
be happy to dig them out and supply them. 

They caught my eye, indicated that Mr. Lamb was either a fellow 
traveler, or things of that nature. 

I asked the Commission at that time: “What about this Mr. Lamb?” 

had never met Mr. Lamb. I had never known Mr. Lamb. I had 
never heard of Mr. Lamb, but I was quite impressed when I took my 
oath, and I have taken several of them, and I was cleared for security 
purposes and for the reception of security information and for con- 
fidential information, and I was also impressed with the fact that 
we had a good deal of jurisdiction and a good deal of duties con- 
cerned with what is known as the Conalrad program. 

Briefly, the Conalrad program enlists all the radio broadcasters 
in this country to come to the defense of this country in the event of 
invasion, to this extent: They are to cooperate with a plan, the details 
of which I cannot reveal but which is designed to prevent enemy planes 
from coming in on targets by use of a radio beam. They are also, 
by an intermixture and by a mixing of signals and directions and 
from different communities, required to keep the populace informed, 
to give them intelligent instructions as to what to do or what not to 
do, to attempt to avoid hysteria, in the event of attack. 

So, when these complaints came in, I did nothing more than just 
raise the question at that particular moment. 

I went back to the office and some time later—I don’t know how 
long—I had the girls get for me whatever was in my files with respect 
to Mr. Lamb. 

When I say “my files”—I succeeded to the office of Commissioner 
Robert Jones, who was formerly a Congressman and who had resigned 
the year before, but there had been an interim appointment of Mr. 
Merrill. That interim never was confirmed, expired, and then I 
took Mr. Jones’ office. 
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There was a good deal of material there and I examined it—and 

don’t want to give the impression that this took place in 1 day. 
[t took place over a period of time, and in the meantime there had 
been conferences with the Commission, and I had been advised that 
this entire matter—that with respect to Mr. Lamb’s Communist 
affiliations and these charges that he was a Communist—had been 
aired and had been aired several times, and that they had never 
been substantiated. 

[ indicated, however, that I had looked at the record and that some 
of the material that apparently was available was not introduced 
in evidence. 

It was pointed out to me that evidence was not in probative form 
and I agreed. 

As a result of conversations, it was decided then that éhe staff would 
be instructed to garner all of the information had in its files regard- 
ing Mr. Lamb, and it was further decided that the FBI be contacted 
and asked to report whatever information it had on Mr. Lamb and 
to bring it up to date. 

It appears the last time this had been aired in the hearings before 
the Commission—not the Commissioners, but before the Commis- 
sion—was in 1948, and that was a preparative hearing. 

The Commission didn’t actively prosecute or allege charges. What 
happened was two people we re competing for a television grant. The 
one was saying, “You are a Commie,” and the other fellow says, “I’m 
not.” And it went on and on, and there had been some discussion about 
ibook. It was entitled “The Planned Economy of Soviet Russia,” but 
the book was never introduced in evidence; and, so, I was interested 
in reading more than just the excerpts which had been read into the 
record. 

I am going to pass a good deal of it. I assume the committee in 
cross-examining me—there might be some questions with respect to 
timing and action; but after it “appeared that I was making these in- 
quiries, and so far as being the key to this thing—lI will say, and I 
will admit, that I was rather persistent about the situation, but I do 
also want to indicate to this committee that the Commission, the mem- 
bers of the Commission, each and every one, was just as much con- 
cerned about it, that apparently there was—lI forgot to say that I had 
gotten some additional information, which had come to me, which had 
begun to come to me now—some of it was anonymous—which I had 
paid no more attention to than to just use it as a lead—and they were 
quite concerned about this situation, and I would say the Commission 
“bsolutely acted as a body, and I can’t really criticize—I don’t think 
any criticism of just the procedure, if you had been with us and work- 
ing with this thing—that there would be any real criticism of any 
member of this Commission. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Doerfer, I have here a copy of the minutes of 
the Federal Communications Commission of June 4, 1954, and also of 
March 11, 1954, the first dealing with a letter to Mr. Lamb and the 
second one an order issued by the Commission, which minutes show that 
at the meeting of March 11 all members were present and agreed to 
the action, and on June 4 all members but Mr. Sterling were present 
and agreed to the order. 

I wish to submit those to you and ask if they are copies of the min- 
utes and of the letter and order. 
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Mr. Dorrrer. They do look like it and, subject to final check, I think 
that they 

The Carman. Without objection, 1 will make them a part of the 
record at this time. 

(The minutes referred to are as follows:) 


MINUTES OF THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


Minute No. 106-A—54. Special meeting (broadcast matter), 
March 11, 1954, 2:15 p. m. 


Present: Commissioners Hyde, Chairman; Webster, Sterling, Hennock, Bart- 
ley, Doerfer, and Lee. (All members present. ) 

At a session of the Federal Communications Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., this date, the above-named Commissioners being present, the 
Commission by unanimous vote took the following action on broadcast matter: 

Adopted letter, FOC 54-335, attached. 

Mary JANE Morris, Secretary. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1954. 
Mr. EDWARD OLIVER LAMB, 
000 Security Building, Toledo, Ohio. 

Deak Mr. LAMB: This letter has reference to the application of Dispatch, Inc. 
(individually controlled by you), for renewal of license of station WICU (TV), 
Erie, Pa., (BRCT-42). The Commission, as you know, deferred action on that 
application on July 29, 1953. Reference is also made to the Commission’s state- 
ment in its letter of October 16, 1953, to WHOO, Inc. (also individually con- 
trolled by you), regarding the application of that corporation for television 
facilities in Orlando, Fla. (BPCT-1207). You will recall that in that letter the 
Commission stated (p. 2) that “the Commission is studying information which 
may possibly bear on Mr. Lamb’s qualifications to own and operate a broadcast 
station.” 

As you are aware, in the hearing on your Mansfield (Docket 7589) and 
Columbus (Docket 7948) applications questions were raised by some of the com- 
peting applicants therein as to your qualifications to hold broadcast authoriza- 
tions because of (1) the alleged advocacy by you, in your book, The Planned 
Economy of Soviet Russia, of the overthrow of the Government of the United 
States by unconstitutional means, and (2) your alleged membership in certain 
organizations which had been denominated subversive by the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States. During the course of these proceedings the follow- 
ing testimony was adduced: 

1. In your testimony, in the Mansfield proceeding (Docket 7589), you stated, 
among other things, on cross-examination the following: 

Page 154: 

“Q. I will ask you in response, Mr. Lamb, to the suggestion made by Mr. 
Koteen, if you have ever advocated the Communist form of government, and 
the Communist form of economy, as being superior to the American economy 
and form of government? 

“A. The answer is ‘No.’ ” 

2. In your testimony in the Columbus proceeding (Docket 7948), vou stated, 
among other things: 

Page 412: 

“The Witness. I am stating as a matter of record here that I have been a 
member of no organization, I am a member of no organization, I am a member 
of no organization which, as I understand it, has any un-American objective. 
And I will put my Americanism against that of any other person.” 

Additionally, in connection with these proceedings, you submitted your sworn 
statement of February 17, 1948, in which you stated, in pertinent part: 

“So that there will be no question about Mr. Lamb’s attachments, he is 
attaching hereto a specific unequivocal affidavit (marked “E’’) covering the 
fact that he never has been, and is not now, directly or indirectly, tied up with 
any organization advocating un-American principles, communism, or violent 
overthrow of the Government of the United States.” 
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AFFIDAVIT 


(Paragraph 2) “That he is not now, and has not been in the past, a member 
of, nor has he knowingly associated with any organization or group advocating 
communism or the violent overthrow of the Government of the United States.” 

(Paragraph 3) “That he does not now, and never has advocated improve- 
ments or changes in the American economic or political system, except by con- 
stitutional means.” 

(Paragraph 4:) “That he is not a member of and does not support any organi- 
zation that believes in or teaches the overthrow of the United States Government 
by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods.” 

After consideration of the hearing records and applications before it, and of 
the above sworn statement, the Commission concluded that a grant of your appli- 
cations for Fi facilities in Springfield, Ohio (BPH-516, Docket 7238), and 
Mansfield, Ohio (BPH-560, Docket 7589), would be in the public interest and, 
accordingly, granted said applications on March 12, 1948. Additionally, the Com- 
mission granted, on March 17, 1948, your application for television facilities 
(WICU) at Erie, Pa. (BPCT-246), and Columbus, Ohio (BPCT—288). There- 
after over a period of years, you received additional authorizations from this 
Commission and removal of licenses for your existing facilities. 

Thus, it is apparent that the Commission, in its earlier consideration of your 
various applications, was concerned with the allegations which had been made 
to the effect that you were a member of the Communist Party, or had been in 
some way associated with that party. It is also apparent that your sworn 
testimony and your sworn statement and affidavit of February 17, 1948, were 
made by you in full recognition of the Commission’s concern and for the purpose 
of obtaining favorable Commission action upon your then pending applications. 
The Commission, however, is now in possession of information containing charges 
which raise questions concerning the correctness of averments made in your 
sworn testimony and your sworn statement and affidavit. This information con- 
tains charges that for a period of years, particularly the period 1944-48, you 
were a member of the Communist Party. According to these charges, and par- 
ticularly during the period 1944-48, your name was included, at the direction of 
the then chairman of the Lucas County Communist Party, upon the lists of 
members of the Communist Party to be solicited for financial contributions and. 
on the basis of these lists, you were actively solicited by officials of the Lucas 
County Communist Party and in response to such solicitation contributed money 
for the support of the said party. Further, the charge has been made that, dur- 
ing the period 1934-48 you closely associated with members of the Communist 
Party. In view of the foregoing, the Commisson is unable, at this time, to con- 
clude that your earlier statements referred to above accurately and truly re- 
flected the facts and to make the required statutory finding that the public 
interest would be served by a grant of the application for renewal of license of 
station WICU (TV). 

This letter is being written to you in accordance with the provisions of section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, which requires that 
before any application be designated for hearing the applicant must be informed 
as to why a grant without hearing cannot be made and be afforded an opportunity 
to reply. The purpose of this is to give the applicant an opportunity to inform 
the Commission of any reason why it believes the application should not be desig- 
nated for hearing. Any reply you wish to make should be filed in triplicate with 
the Commission within 30 days from the date of this notice. Upon receipt of any 
such reply, the Commission will determine whether the matters mentioned above 
have been resolved and whether it can grant your application without a hearing. 
If it is unable so to find, it will designate your application for hearing upon the 
issues then obtaining. In the absence of a reply from you concerning the above 
matters, your application will be subject to dismissal pursuant to the provisions 
of section 1.381 of the Commisson’s rules. 

By direction of the Commission: 

Mary JANE Morais, Secretary. 


MINUTES OF THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


Minute Number 18—-X-54. Executive Session, June 4, 1954 


Present : Commissioners Hyde, Chairman; Webster, Hennock, Bartley, Doerfer, 
and Lee. (All but Sterling present.) 
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At a session of the Federal Communications Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D. C., this date, the above-named Commissioners being present, 
the Commission by unanimous vote took the following action : 

Agenda Item No, 5. Adopted Order, FCC 54-696, attached. 

Added to the agenda: 

Mary JANE Morris, Secretary. 


BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 
File No. BRCT-42. Docket No. 11048 


In ve Application of Dispatch, Inc., Erie, Pennsylvania, for Renewal of License 
of Television Station WICU 


ORDER 


At a session of the Federal Communications Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 4th day of June 1954. 

The Commission having under consideration the above-entitled application for 
renewal of license for television station WICU, Erie, Pennsylvania ; and 

Ir APPEARING, That, pursuant to Section 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1954, as amended, Edward Lamb, principal stockholder of Dispateh, Inc., was 
notified by a letter dated March 11, 1954, which stated, in pertinent part, as 
follows: 

“Thus, it is apparent that the Commission, in its earlier consideration of your 
various applications, was concerned with the allegations which had been made 
to the effect that you were a member of the Communist Party, or had been in 
some way associated with that Party. It is also apparent that your sworn testi- 
mony and your sworn statement and affidavit of February 17, 1948, were made 
by you in full recognition of the Commission’s concern for the purpose of obtain- 
ing favorable Commission action upon your then pending applications. The 
Commission, however, is now in possession of information containing charges 
which raise questions concerning the correctness of averments made in your 
sworn testimony and your sworn statement and affidavit. This information con- 
tains charges that for a period of years, particularly the period 1944-1948, you 
were a member of the Communist Party. According to these charges, and par- 
ticularly during the period 1944-1948, your name was included, at the direction of 
the then Chairman of the Lucas County Communist Party, upon the lists of mem- 
bers of the Communist Party to be solicited for financial contributions and, on 
the basis of these lists, you were actively solicided by officials of the Lucas 
County Communist Party and in response to such solicitation contributed money 
for the support of the said Party. Further, the charge has been made that, during 
the period 1934-1948 you closely associated with members of the Communist 
Party. In view of the foregoing, the Commission is unable, at this time, to con- 
clude that your earlier statements referred to above accurately and truly re- 
flected the facts and to make the required statutory finding that the public inter- 
est would be served by a grant of the application for renewal of license of 
Station WICU (TV)”; and 

Ir FURTHER APPEARING, That Mr. Lamb and Dispatch, Inc., responded, by a 
pleading dated April 9, 1954, to the Commission’s communication of March 11, 
1954, and in said response reaffirmed all prior averments made by Mr. Lamb on 
this subject, categorically asserting “that the said charges made to the Com- 
mission are wholly and completely false and without foundation in fact’; and 

Ir FurTHER AppEARING, That the Commission, after consideration of the re- 
sponse of Dispatch, Inc., and Edward Lamb of April 9, 1954, is still unable to 
conclude that grant of the above-entitled renewal application would be in the 
public interest, convenience and necessity and that, therefore, a hearing thereon 
is necessary ; 

Ir Is OrnpERED, That, pursuant to Section 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the above-entitled application of Dispatch, Inc., IS DESIG- 
NATED FOR HEARING to commence at 10:00 A. M. on the 28th day of July 
1954, at the offices of the Commission, Washington, D. C., on the following issues: 

(1) To determine whether the following statements, made to this Commis- 
sion under oath by Edward Lamb, are true, correct, and accurate or whether 
they constitute misrepresentation to and concealment from this Commission of 
facts: 
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(a) Docket 7589 (page 154) : 

“Q. I will ask you in response, Mr. Lamb, to the suggestion made by Mr. Koteen, 
if you have ever advocated the Communist form of government, and the Com- 
munist form of economy, as being superior to the American economy and form 
of government? 

“A. The answer is no.” 

(b) Docket 7948 (page 412): 

“The Wirness: I am Stating as a matter of record here that I have been a 
member of no organization, I am a member of no organization which, as I under- 
stand it, has any un-American objective. And I will put my Americanism against 
that of any other person.” 

(c) Sworn Statement of February 17, 1948: 

“So that there will be no question about Mr. Lamb’s attachments, he is attach- 
ing hereto a specific unequivocal affidavit (marked “E”’) covering the fact that 
he never has been, and is not now, directly or indirectly, tied up with any organ- 
ization advocating un-American principles, communism, or violent overthrow of 
the Government of the United States.” 


AFFIDAVIT 


(Paragraph 2:) “That he is not now, and has not been in the past, a member 
of, nor has he knowingly associated with any organization or group advocating 
communism or the violent overthrow of the Government of the United States.” 

(Paragraph 3:) “That he does not now, and never has, advocated improve- 
ments or changes in the American economic or political system, except by con- 
stitutional means.” 

(Paragraph 4:) “That he is not a member of and does not support any or- 
ganization that believes in or teaches the overthrow of the United States 
Government by force or by any illegal or unconstitutional methods.” 

(ad) Affidavit of Edward Lamb filed April 9, 1954, in support of response to 
Commission’s 309 (b) letter: 

(Paragraph 3:) “Affiant has no knowledge or information that his name was 
listed by the chairman of the Lucas County Communist Party as a member to be 
solicited for financial contributions. Affiant denies that he knew of, or authorized 
such action, or that he was so solicited, and in absolute sincerity denies that he 
ever gave any money, service, or property for the support of the Communist 
Party.” 

(2) To obtain full information with respect to the allegations made by Edward 
Lamb et al. in Paragraph 10 of the complaint filed in the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in Edward Lamb et al. vs. Rosel H. Hyde, 
etal. (Civil Action No, 1998-54), which paragraph reads as follows: 

“Only after issuance of the so-called ‘charges’ by the defendants did said 
defendants send to Toledo, Ohio, and Erie, Pennsylvania, at least three inves- 
tigators who have attempted to induce citizens of those communities falsely to 
testify that plaintiff Lamb was in fact affiliated or associated with the Com- 
munist Party; and in this connection they have offered and caused to be offered 
at least one bribe for such false testimony. 

“(a) Said investigators have further said publicly, ‘We are going to get Lamb 
and take WICU away from him.’ 

“(b) They have unsuccessfully solicited false testimony designed to impair 
said Lamb’s personal reputation and integrity.” 

(8) To determine whether, in the light of the evidence adduced under the 
issues herein, the applicant possesses the qualifications necessary for a broadcast 
station licensee and whether grant of the above-entitled application would be 
in the public interest, convenience, and necessity ; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That, the hearing ordered herein shall commence with 
the presentation of evidence by the Commission. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, 
Mary JANE Morris, Secretary. 
Released: June 4, 1954. 


Mr. Dorrrer. Now, I’m going to get as rapidly as possible to the 
conferences I had with Mr. Lamb. 

I had not discussed the merits of this Lamb case with anybody. 
Newspapermen began to question me, and I think that any newspaper- 
man who is present who questioned me can testify that it just was 
impossible to get information from me regarding the Lamb case. 
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Nonetheless, I had been tagged as being quite active in this, to the 
extent that Mr. Lamb’s attorney asked me whether I would do the 
courtesy of according Mr. Lamb a conference. I said, without hesi- 
tation, “Absolutely; whenever you say you're ready.” 

Senator Smaruers. Will you identify the attorney who asked you 
that / 

Mr. Dorrrer. That was Mr. Ben Gaguine. On September 11th, 
Mr. Gaguine 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. What year ¢ 

Mr. Dorrrer. 1953. 

Senator Monronry. Ilow do you spell that / 

Mr. Dorrrer. I think its G-a-g-u-i-n-e. 

Senator Smatuers. Is he a Washington attorney / 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes; he is, I understand. 

On September 11th Mr. Gaguine and Mr. Lamb came to my office 
and, after the amenities, Mr. Lamb started the conversation—mind 
you, he came to me voluntarily, I didn’t summon him, and, of course, 
{ cant remember the details ot the conference, but I do remember the 
tenor of it. It was not acrimonious. It wasn’t bitter: neither party 
at any time mad or raise of voice. 

Mr. Lamb indicated to me something like this: “You haven't been 
here very long, but all this stuff has been gone through. ‘There’s 
nothing to it.” 

\nd Mr. Lamb was the one that volunteered information with 
respect to what his political beliefs were, and I had nothing to say 
about it. I wasn’t interested. 

I didn’t know at that moment what Mr. Lamb’s politics were, and 

didn’t care, nor do I care today; but I deny categorically that I 
ever at that time or at any other time told Mr. Lamb, “It’s too bad 
you're not a Republican.” 

Senator Smaruers. Mr, Chairman, don’t you think we better iden- 
tify where this conference took place and who was preset besides 
Mr. Doerfer and Mr. Lamb, if anyone? 

Mr. Dorrrer. No one else was present, excepting myself, Mr. Lamb, 
ind Mr. Gaguine, who was his attorney. The conference took place 
n my office in the seventh floor of the New Post Office Building, 12th 
ind Pennsylvania, Washington, D. C. 

Senator Pasrore. I have just one question: Did you say on that 
occasion to Mr. Lamb, “I will have to inquire into your beliefs and 
opinions,” whereupon he answered to you, as I remember—I think 
this is the testimony—‘I’m a Democrat and an Episcopalian; what 


1 


else do you want to know ?” 

Do you deny that categorically ? 

Mr. DorRFER. I den ny that categorie: ally. 

I will explain that. 

There was some conversation and, Senator, I think the tenor of 
what Mr. Lamb was trying to say and my version of it will de velop. 

After Mr. Lamb had indicated his political activities, ranning— 
he told me what it was; I forget what it was, what offices he ran for— 
I think once for United States Senator and another time for Attorney 
General. 

He said yesterday, too, I inquired about his financial and his social 
background. Well, I deny that categorically. 
What happened was that he volunteered some of this information. 


fe 
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Members of this committee, there isn’t anything, I don’t think, 
unless Mr. Lamb has lied under oath, in the affidavits which he has 
filed with our Commission, which doesn’t set forth his full financial 
situation. 

[ just assume if I want to know anything about Mr. Lamb’s financial 
condition that it will be available in the files, because he was a licensee 
and he was required to show this Commission that he was financially 
able to conduct these various enterprises. 

Senator Pastore. There again didi.’t Mr. McGrath say at that point 
to you, if I remember the “testimony yesterday correctly, that that 
was doing irreparable economic harm to Mr. Lamb, this delay, where- 
upon you answered Mr. McGrath by saying, “He can afford it.’ 

Mr. Dorrrer. I deny that categorically. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. McGrath was not at this conference. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Mr. McGrath was not there. 

Senator Pastore. Mr. McGrath cleared this up, this question about 
who could afford what. As I remember Mr. Lamb’s testimony yes- 
terday, he was saying what you had said to one of his attorneys, where- 
upon I asked him: “What is the name of that attorney?” and he said, 

“Mr. McGrath.” 

And then I asked Mr. McGrath, and the record will indicate it, 
“Do you confirm that statement ?” 

Whereupon Mr. McGrath said, “Well, it isn’t exactly that way. 
In substance, this is what it was. When the question came up about 
this delay, I pointed out to Mr. Doerfer that irreparable economic 
harm was being done to Mr. Lamb because of this delay.” 

Whereupon you answered, “Well, he can afford it.” 

Mr. Dorrrer. I deny that. 

Senator Smaruers. Is that another conference? I think we are 
getting mixed up on the two conferences. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I think Mr. McGrath is testifying to his version of 
a conference I had later with Mr. McGrath and another attor ney who 
introduced me to Mr. McGrath in my office. 

[ will get to that. 

Senator Bowrrne. Mr. Chairman, I have to leave the committee at 
thistime. I will leave my proxy with you. 

Tam sorry I am not able to stay. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I understand. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you, Mrs. Bowring. 

Mr. Dorrrer. A fter this general conversation about his background, 
I did enter in the conversation with respect. to what he—he had a 
number of stations. I didn’t know where all the stations were, and 
he told me about os but he had intimated that what he wanted to 
do was to appear before the Commissioners and he wanted a complete 
in wir'T a and that he wanted to finance that investigation. 

Well. I told him that I didn’t think “that would be good public 
policy ue the Commission to permit you to finance this”; I didn’t 
think t he United States Government was that destitute. 

So, I said, “Mr. Lamb, I want you to understand me. Some of 
these charges have been made. There’s a good deal of information 
in the Slee | here, and I understand the differenc e between charge and 
proof, but I have read excerpts of your book. Did you write a book ?” 

He said, “Yes.” 
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I said, “Was it called “The Planned Economy of Soviet Russia’ ?” 

He said, “Yes.” 

I said, “Do you have a copy of that book ¢” 

He said, “No.” 

I said, “Can you get me a copy ?” 

He said, “Well, it may be rather difficult, but my wife has one and 
I’m sure that I can get one.” 

[ said, “Well, you send me that.” 

He said, “I will.” 

He, up to this day, has never sent me a copy of that book. 

But I said, “Now, when did you write this book ¢” 

He said, “About 1932 or 1934.” 

I think it was published in 1934. 

I said, “Well, what’s your background?) Where did you go to 
school ee 

Well, he told me, and he indicated that he had gone to Russia, and 
he traveled around; and I said, “Well, when were you graduated from 
law school ?” 

And he told me, and I said, “Well, vou know, I thought perhaps 
this book was a youthful indiscretion. You certainly don’t subscribe 
to the things you said in that book ?” 

Senator Monronry. Had you read the book at that time? 

Mr. Dorrrer. No, I hadn't. 

Senator Monroney. I see. 

Mr. Dorrrer. But I was talking about the excerpts. 

I said, “Specifically, ’'m referring to an excerpt in which you indi- 
cated that the time has come for the farmers, the laborers, and the 
militia men to join hands and take title to the means of production. 

“Ts that what you said, Mr. Lamb, or something like that ?” 

He said, “Well, I don’t recall.” 

He said, “I don’t recall. I think I may have and what’s wrong 
with it?” 

[ said, “Well, I can see back there in 1932 when you would say 
something like that, but you don’t subscribe to that today, do you?” 

“Well,” he says, “I don’t see anything wrong with the book. There’s 
a lot of things in there I don’t subscribe to today, but I don’t know 
what you’re driving at.” 

“Well,” I said, “I'll tell you, Mr. Lamb. I think this: That it’s my 
duty as a Commissioner to probe all of these various avenues made by 
various people, and I have found out since that you had been the sub- 
ject of an extended conversation or speech on the floor of the House, 
and you apparently had been at various times, and that different 
people at different times had charged you with these things. 

“Now, I think this: That, as a public official, in view of the crucial 
position a radio broadcaster can be in, I think it’s my duty to go into 
this and the duty of the Commission to go into it absolutely thorough- 
ly; and if these witnesses testify and meet you face to face and they 
don’t stand up, I will be the first to exonerate you. On the other hand, 
if they’re credible and some of these things stand up, my concern is 
not whether you were a Communist, not whether you traveled with 
Communists, but I want to know your emotional makeup. Where are 
you going to be when the whirlwinds blow? Where will you be? 

“That’s the question, and that’s all I’m concerned with. 
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“I would never crucify a man for his past beliefs, but I want to know 
whether you are of suc th a character and emotionally sound so that 
yow’re not swept off your feet as certain excerpts of this book indi- 

cate.” 

And he said, “I'll assure you that there’s no basis for that at all. 
You have nothing to be alarmed about. I will absolutely vindicate my 
name, my reputation and all of these smears. 

And I said, “You will get a fair trial from this Commission, and I 
assure you you'll get a fair hearing from me. 

“You're a lawyer, Mr. Lamb. I’m a lawyer. I know the difference 
between the charge and the proof, and I don’t think you’ve got any- 
thing to worry about.” 

And the meeting sort of broke up on that one. 

On February 4, 1954—— 

Senator Monroney. The date of that conference was what again? 

Mr. Dorrrer. September 11, 1953. 

Senator Monroney. Thank you. 

Senator Pastore. Just one question: I just want to ask one question 
because I don’t want to interrupt. You felt yourself completely quali- 
tied to judge the emotional aspects of an individual as to what he will 
do under future tensions ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I felt that I could judge the evidence indicated a defi- 
nite trend one way or another. I wouldn’t—— 

Senator Pasrorr. How would you determine that? 

I am just curious. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, Senator, I think this: Without going into a long, 
detailed discussion, I think this: I think if some of “the information 
which has come to the Commission—and much of it is confidential and 
I cannot disclose it without violating the law ; 1 would be very happy to 
if I were released and if the other commissioners were released from 
the ban of disclosing any information which has come to us marked 
“Security,” “Confidential” that came from another Government 
agency—lI think I would be interested in knowing what these organiza- 
tions were, if he belonged to them, what he said, what he did, whether 
he went back and forth, and generally a whole series of acts which 
make up a character of aman. I don’t think you could take an isolated 
instance. I would like to know that whole background. 

Senator Pasrorr. Now, the reason why I raise that question is 
because I raised the point if he did all these things that you assume 
he might have done, as a predicate to your deciding whether or not 
he had the emotional stability to stand up in the future, in and of 
themselves. Those particular facts, in my opinion, would have dis- 
qualified him from the license. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, I would say this: If all of this information, 
which I want the committee to understand I still regard is not of 
probative value, not convincing, because it hasn’t been under oath 
in some instances—I think in all instances; I don’t know of an 
that is under oath—but I want this committee to know that I think 
there would be sufficient there, if it is true, that there isn’t a single 
member of this committee that would not conclude that Mr. Lamb 
is not qualified to operate a very trusted medium and a very highly 
important medium of communication in this country. 

48849546 
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1 hasten to add that I don’t wish in the slightest to indicate that 
Mr. Lamb is emotionally unstable, to the extent that there is some- 
thing wrong with him mentally, no more so than any other individual 
who, under the stress of time and circumstances, can do some things 
th: ¥ look rather foolish. 

I don’t wish to put any such insinuation at all upon this. It is 
merely—perhaps the word “emotional” is an ill-chosen word, but 
what I am really interested in knowing—his character, and I don’t 
know any other way by which we can judge what he may or may 
not do in the future. 

The Cuarrman. Have you concluded your testimony in regard to 
the conversation between Mr. Lamb and Mr. Gaguine and yourself ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes; I have. 

The Cuarrman. Is Mr. Gaguine here ? 

Mr. GaGuliIne. Yes, sir. 

Che CHarrMan. Will you come forward ¢ 

Will you raise your right hand ? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, and you shall 
answer unto God ? 

Mr. Gaauine. I do, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Take the stand. 

Let the record show I called Mr. Gaguine at this point and asked 
Mr. Doerfer to leave the stand for a moment. 

You have heard the testimony of Mr. Doerfer during the last hour 
here ? 


TESTIMONY OF BENITO GAGUINE, FLY, SHUEBRUCK, BLUME & 
GAGUINE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. Gaeuine. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CHarrmMan. You were present at the conference on Septem- 
ber 11, 1953, to which he refers ? 

Mr.Gacutne. Yes, sir; I was. 

The CHarrman. Was the testimony of Mr. Doerfer substantially 
as you remember the conversation at that time ? 

Mr. Gacurne. Sir, at the time that we had the conference with 
Mr. Doerfer, I also had a number of conferences with other members 
of the Commission. 

Senator Porrer. Could you speak just a little louder ? 

Mr. Gacurne. I also 

The Cuarrman. Just limit yourself to this conference. 

Mr. Gacuine. I would like to qualify that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, go ahead. Do it in your own way. 

Mr. Gacutne. I also had a number of conferences with other mem- 
bers of the Commission. I think it was within a period of about 2 or 
3 days. 

It is hard for me now to say flatly exactly what transpired at one 
conference or another. I would say that generally, without binding 
myself to any specific words, Mr. Doerfer’s recollection of the confer- 
ence is substantially correct. 

The CuarMan. This was not a recorded conversation you had with 
any members of the Commission ? 

Mr. Gacutne. No, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. It was not? 

Mr. Gacutne. No, sir; it was not. 

And, incidentally, I would like to say for the record it does place 
me ina peculiar position. I was formerly the attorney of one of the 
attorneys for Mr. Lamb. 

The Cuartrman. I appreciate that, and we don’t want to embarrass 
you at all. 

Mr. Gacurne. That’s right. 

The Cuairman. But I wanted to get your testimony as to whether 
or not it was substantially as testified to here by Mr. Doerfer. 

Senator Monronry. What is his present employment, Mr. Chair- 
man ¢ 

Mr. Gacutne. I am an attorney. I have offices in Washington and 
New York. I am a member of the firm of Fly, Shuebruck, Blume & 
Gaguine. 

The Cuairman. May I ask you one question at this time: Com- 
missioner Doerfer testified there was no feeling expressed of antip- 
uthy or anunosity and no lifting of the voices and nothing in the 
nature of any quarreling at that time. Would you substantiate that? 

Mr. Gacuine. I would, sir. I think the meeting was carried on, I 
would say, on a high plane. 

Senator Pastore. May I ask a question at this point ? 

The CHarrMAn. Yes, indeed. 

Senator Pastore. Mr. Gaguine, did Mr. Doerfer indicate to you at 
that time he had certain derogatory information in his files against 
your client ? 

Mr. Gagurne. ‘To the best of my recollection, sir, I think it was indi- 
cated that certain material was either in the files or that he had re- 
ceived certain information or that review of certain background, both 
through the Commission files and—I believe he limited himself pretty 
much to the Commission information, and that he was interested in 
getting to the truth and to the validity of some of the rumors or some 
of the statements which he had heard. 

Senator Pasrore. Now, are you familiar with the fact as to the 
date when the renewal application was made on behalf of your client / 

Mr. Gacutne. Sir, I could not state the exact date. 

Senator Pastore. Would you deny it was in the month of April 
of 1953 ? 

Mr. Gacutne. I would neither confirm it nor deny it; but if that 
is when it happened, sir, it is a matter of record. I know there was a 
renewal application pending at the time. I know there was an applica- 
tion to dismiss a grant which Mr. Lamb had, and I think there were a 
couple—2 or 3 other matters concerning Mr. Lamb’s properties then 
pending before the Commission. 

Senator Pastore. In order to draw out your best recollection, will 
you tell me, in your opinion, how long before September 11, 1953, 
would you say that your client’s application for renewal had been filed ? 

Mr. Gacuine. I cannot say specifically, sir, but I would say that it 
had been a reasonable period of time. I would say at least several 
months. 

Senator Pastore. Several months? 

Mr. Gacurne. At least. 
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Senator Pastore. Did you raise the question at that time, inasmuch 
as the Commission already had this derogatory information, why it 
had been that they had not granted Mr. Lamb a hear ing? 

Mr. Gacutne. I think, sir, that I—that was one of the matters 
which were discussed, was the question of having the applications dis- 
posed of expeditiously by the Commission. 

Senator Pastore. Did you raise that question yourself in represent- 
ing your client? 

Mr. Gacuine. Sir, I don’t know whether I raised that question or 
whether Mr. Lamb raised that question or Mr. Doerfer raised that 
question, but I—— 

Senator Pastore. Let me ask you this: As an attorney representing 
a client, weren’t you interested in it ? 

Mr. Gacutne. Yes, sir, and I can say all three of us were in agree- 
ment at the time, sir, that the end of justice would be best served by 
an expeditious disposal of all of the Lamb matters pending before 
the Commission. 

Senator Pastore. And to this date do you know if that hearing has 
been granted ? 

Mr. Gacutne. To this date, I know, from reading the transcript, sir, 
that the matter has been designated for hearing to be heard before an 
examiner on July 28, 1954. 

Senator Pasrorr. And that was after Mr. Lamb was compelled to 
take the Commission to the court ? 

Mr. Gacutne. As far as I know, sir. We no longer represent Mr. 
Lamb. It’s my understanding it was after. 

Senator Pastore. Let me put it this way: Maybe I did reach a con- 
clusion that was unfair to the Commission. I heard a heavy breath 
in the back. 

Let me put it this way: The fixing of the date of July 28, 1954 post- 
dates a hearing that was held here in the district court in the District 
of Columbia ? 

Mr. Gacurne. I could not say “Yes” or “No,” sir. I’m not suffi- 
ciently familiar with that. 

I would like to make one further statement : I noticed, on reading the 
transcript of the record that was compiled yesterday, some coimment 
concerning a document which was filed or a petition which was filed 
before the Commission requesting certain information. I filed that. 
At that time I felt that legally we were entitled, or that Mr. Lamb was 
entitled to get certain information. I think that legally he is still en- 
titled to get that information. The Commission disagrees with me, 
and I think that is what you have a commission for. I don’t agree with 
the Commission, but I just wanted to clarify the fact that I had filed 
that, and it was filed in perfectly good faith, and I think it was a 
proper document to file. 

Senator Pastore. I just want to say to you—I don’t mean to trick 
you into any answers at all—the thing that disturbed me about this 
situation is why it took so long to hold a hearing on these charges. 

Mr. Gacutne. Sir 





Senator Pastore. That is the reason I asked you the question. 

Mr. Gacurne. I think that is something you would have to get from 
the Commission. 

Senator Pastore. I realize that. 

M~. Gacutne. And we tried—— 
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Senator Pastore. I realize that. 

Mr. Gacuine. When we were the attorney for Mr. Lamb, we tried 
to get as expeditious a hearing as possible or to have the matter cleared 
up without a hearing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Any other questions ¢ 

Senator Pasrorr. No. That is all. 

Senator Smatuers. I would like to ask this witness whether or not 
he remembers during this conversation on September 11 Mr. Doerfer 
made the statement that it’s too bad that Mr. Lamb was not a Republi- 
can, because in that instance he might get better attention, or some- 
thing of that nature. 

Mr. Gacuine. Sir, to the best of my present recollection, I do not 
recollect Mr. Doerfer having made that statement. 

I do remember that after Mr. Doerfer had indicated the usual ameni- 
ties, Mr. Lamb explained his background to Mr. Doerfer. I believe 
that in that explanation he did mention the fact that he had once been 
a ‘candidate for office as a Republican. I do not recollect Mr. Doerfer 
making the statement then or later that it’s too bad you weren’t still a 
Republican; but in the event that statement had been made, it is not in 
my recollection and I couldn’t say that it did happen, sir. 

Senator Smaruers. Were you there during the entire conversation ? 

Mr. Gaeutne. Yes, sir. I introdueed Mr. Lamb. I was present 
through the entire conversation and I left with Mr. Lamb. 

Senator Smaruers. Is it your best recollection that you heard all 
the conversation ¢ 

Mr. Gaeuine. Yes, sir. I heard all the conversation, and I may say 
I participated in it to a limited extent. 

Senator Smaruers. That is all. 

Senator Monroney. You made no memorandum of what was said 
when you left the room and no written notes to prompt you as to the 
substance of the conversation at that time ? 

Mr. Gacuine. To be very frank, sir, I didn’t think it was necessary 
at that time. 

Senator Monroney. It is a little bit hard to carry conversations 
when you have talked to several Commissioners on a case like that, 
to flash back for some 8 or 9 months, to really give a very clear and 
concise opinion of what went on, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Gagutne. I think that is true, sir, and I think a primary reason 
why I didn’t make a memorandum—the meeting was established in 
order to have the various Commissioners who didn’t know Mr. Lamb 
meet Mr. Lamb, ascertain for themselves whether he did or didn’t have 
horns, and to give Mr. Lamb an opportunity to explain the situation 
in gene h he found himself. 

I didn’t consider it to be the type of legal discussion which required 
an explicit memorandum thereafter. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Magnuson. What was the necessity of citing political 
beliefs and what happened ? 

Why did you think there was reason to do that 

Mr. Gacuine. Sir, I think Mr. Lamb would have to answer that 
question himself. 

I think Mr. Lamb was interested at the time we saw Mr. Doerfer 
and the other Commissioners to give them as full a picture as he could 
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of his background. He went into certain phases of his background, 
which he felt were important to him to have the Commission know. 

I did not tell him what to say nor did he ask me specifically for 
advice as to whether to include one thing or exclude something else. 

Senator Magnuson. L was just wondering if, in your experience in 
dealing with the Commission, that is a common practice, to ask apphi 
cants whether they are Republicans or Democrats. 

Mr. GaGuriNe. Sir 

The CuarMan. Just a minute. 

Mr. Gacuine. It has been 

The CHarrman. He didn’t testify it was. 

Senator Magnuson. No. I just 

Mr. Gacuiner. It has been my practice or experience for the Com- 


MISSION 

Senator Magnuson. He is experienced before the Commission, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Gacuine. Both as a former employee of the Commission and 
practicing before the Commission 

Senator Magnuson. He wouldn't have been hired unless he had some 
experience down there. 

Mr. Gagutne. Thank you, sir. 

It had been my experience that those questions are not asked. 

Senator Magnuson. No. What I am trying to say is that question 
is not normally asked. It might come up in the course of an examina 
tion, and I was just wondering why the necessity of volunteering that 
information at the outset of this conversation by Mr. Lamb, if “there 
was any particular reason. 

Mr. Gagurne. That, sir, is a question I could not answer 

enator Magnuson. As far as I know, that may come up; it does 
in some cases, but it is not a normal practice of the Comuinission to 
nquire into whether a man is a Republican or a Democrat or Farmer- 
Laborit« 

Mr. Gaguine, Sir, the normal practice 

Senator Magnuson. Or Independent. 

Mr. GaGuine (continuing). Of the Commission, I think, with 
respect to applicants is to have them fill out certain rather full 
forms, and the forms have no mention as to political affiliation, and I 
think that also in connection with hearings, where persons come in 
with full biographies I have seen them in some instances refer to 
political affiliations and in many other instances they do not. I think 
that is at the option of the person appearing. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question. 

The CHamman. Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrer. You have recalled some of the convers:tion that 
took place at this meeting and, with your experience, past experience 
2s a member of the Commission’s staff, and your legal experience 1n 
appearing before the Commission, representing certain clients who 
were applicants and licensees, you stated it wasn’t the practice of the 
7 vommissioners to ask the politic al affiliation of any member. Now, if 

iat. had taken place, if the Commissioner had asked your client or had 
a a statement that it was too bad he was not a Re publican, wouldn't 
that have shocked you considerably so that you would have remem- 
bered that statement, if it had been made? 
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Mr. Gaaurne. Well, sir, I think I probably would have remembered 
it. 

The only possibility I can think of, inasmuch as the conversation 
was not carried out in a very formal manner—it was pretty much of 
a discussion—it is conceivable that a jest may have been made, but 
I would have remembered it if a specific statement indicated « definite 
interest or having a definite bearing on political qualification I think 
I would have remembered it, sir. 

Senator Porrer. In other words, if it had been made, it would have 
been made in a jocular véin? 

Mr. Gaeuine. I think, to the best of my recollection, that would be 
my answer; yes, sir. That would be 

Senator Porrer. But you have no recollection 

Mr. Gacurne. I have no independent recollection. 

Senator Porrer (continuing). Of that statement being made at all? 

Mr. Gacuine. I have no recollection at all, si 

Senator Maenuson. And it could have been easily a question that 
came up in a conversation between Mr. Doerfer and Mr. Lamb because 
Mr. Doerfer had run as a Democrat once, as a non-Partisan once, and is 
now a Republican, and Mr. Lamb had been a Republican, is now a 
Democrat. 

Mr. Gacurine. Sir, my comment—— 

Senator Magnuson. So, it could have been because they had some- 
thing in common, hadn’t they 

The Cuamman. You mean something in reverse. 

Mr. Gacutne. Sir, my answer to that is: If you ask me could 1 
have been possible, my answer is that my independent seveiienhion 
at. the present time is that it wasn’t made: but I can’t say it was pos- 
sible or impossible. To the best of my recollection, it did not happen. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the wit- 
ness a question ? 

The CHatmrMan. Senator Johnson. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. I want to read briefly from the testi- 
mony of Mr. Lamb yesterday. On page 17, he makes this statement— 
and I want to ask you whether you remember any of this conversation : 

Then I did arrange an appointment and called on Commissioner Doerfer. 
This was, I believe, in September. I told Commissioner Doerfer that I had 
been reading press stories to the effect that he, Mr. Doerfer, had said he was 
interested in inquiring into my background and alleged Communist beliefs ; 
that I would be very happy to answer any questions and to assist in any inves- 
tigation that he might see fit to undertake. 

Do you recall that ? 

Mr. Gacutne. Yes, sir. Mr. Lamb—— 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. That is approximately what hap- 
pened ? 

Mr. Gacuine. Mr. Lamb did comment—he stated—that he under- 
stood that Mr. Doerfer—and I don’t know whether he just limited it 
to Mr. Doerfer or to Doerfer and the Commission because we did speak 
to the other Commissioners—was interested in his background and 
that he was ready, willing, and able to give them the fullest informa- 
tion possible concerning his background, and that he was ready to 
undertake to pay any and all expenses which the Commission might 
incur and to have the investigation placed completely under the Com- 
mission, so that he, pe rsonally, would have no part of it, other than 
to underwrite the cost. 








S4 NOMINATION OF JOHN C. DOERFER TO FCC 


Senator Jounson of Colorado. To go on with Mr. Lamb’s testi- 
mony : 


I told him 
Meaning Mr. Doerfer 


that I would finance any kind of investigation ; they could pick any investigators 
they anted; and they could send them any place in this world to investigate 
me; 1 would be very happy to pay for it if they would simply make an investiga- 
tion, and I wanted to cooperate in every p ssible way. 

That is approximately what Mr. Lamb said? 

Mr. Gacurne. That’s approximately what proponent and I think 
it’s substantially—as far as I know, that is the substance of the con- 
versation, sir. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado (reading). 

Doerte epic I wal to know something about some of your beliefs 

Lopil 

Do you recall that / 

Mr. Gacuiner. Sir, I can’t state whether Mr. Doerfer used that 
language, whether Mr. Lamb came up with information first. It was 
one of these conversations whether either Mr. Doerfer may have asked 
. question or Mr. Lamb may have come out; but, as far as I can re- 
member, anything that Mr. Doerfer wanted to know, Mr. Lamb 
seemed ready, willing, and able to answer, and anything that Mr. 
Lamb seemed to feel that Mr. Doerfer might want to know, which 
he could anticipate, he was giving the information. 

I think Mr. Lamb was trying to give Mr. Doerfer whatever in- 
formation he had available, and I’m sure that Mr. Doerfer, to the 
extent he wanted information, asked Mr. Lamb and Mr. Lamb gave 
it to him. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Then, after Mr. Lamb stated Mr. 
Doerfer said, “I want to know something about some of your beliefs 
and opinions,” Mr. Lamb said: 

I don’t know of any authority you have to inquire about my beliefs, but I am 


an Independent Democrat and an Episcopalian. What else do you want to 
know about my beliefs? 


Then Mr. Lamb’s testimony continues: 


Doerfer said: “Well, I used to be a Democrat.” 
And I replied: “I used to be a Republican.” 


Do you remember that conversation ? 

Mr. Gaeurne. Sir, I can’t remember the exact conversation now. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. Something of that kind ? 

Mr. Gacuine. But I’m relatively sure that both Mr. Doerfer and 
Mr. Lamb discussed their mutual backgrounds, and I think probably 
commented on each other’s backgrounds. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. Then Mr. Lamb goes on to say : 

Doerfer, after discussion of my cash position as a result of the Columbus 
television sale, got into the discussion of the fact that I had at one time rep- 
resented various labor unions. 

Do you remember that ? 

Mr. Gacuine. Sir, I think 





Senator Jounson of Colorado. Did he tell about his experience 
when he was a city attorney in Wisconsin ? 
Mr. Gacutne. Mr. Doerfer,I believe, discussed 
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Senator Jonnson of Colorado. And prosecuted labor leaders ? 

Did they discuss that ? 

Mr. Gacutne. I don’t remember Mr. Doerfer referring to the fact 
that he had prosecuted labor leaders. I believe he did discuss his own 
background, and I know that Mr. Lamb did discuss quite extensively 
his own legal background, the fact he had once represented labor 
unions and the fact he was one of the attorne ys responsible for the 
portal-to-portal pay decision in the Supreme Court. 

I can’t say exactly who initiated it or the precise wording of it. 

Senator JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Lamb says: 

I told him I had represented a wide yariety of clients, including many unions 
and union members. 

Doerfer indicated that I might have occasion to regret this. 

Do you remember that ? 

Mr. Gaauine. Sir, I remember Mr. Lamb discussing the clients 
that he had represented. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. And did you hear Mr. Doerfer dis- 
cussing the defendants that he had prosecuted who were labor leaders? 

Mr. Gacuine. To the best of my recollection, sir, I did not. 
Senator Jounson of Colorado. You don’t remember anything about 
that. 

Do you remember that Mr. Doerfer said “that I might have occasion 
to regret this” ? 

Mr. Gacutnr. Sir, I do not remember Mr. Doerfer making that 
statement. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Making that exact statement ? 

Mr. Gacutne. Making 
Senator Jounson of Colorado. Making that exact statement, you 
said ? 

Mr. Gacuinr. Making that exact statement, or making that state- 
ment in that tone. 

I think 
Senator Jounson of Colorado. Well, the tone was mine. It may 
be 

Mr. Gacutne. I think it would not be unfair to say that in the gen- 
eral discussion Mr. Doerfer did indicate that, depending on what was 
shown up or what the facts disclosed, the background of Mr. Lamb 
would be taken into consideration. 

I think both—well, I think that will answer the question. I don’t 
recollect any exact statement like that, sir. 

Senator Jounson. Mr. Lamb goes on to say: 

The subject turned to a discussion of the economic changes resulting from the 
depression, and I stated that my desire was to see the country improved economi- 
eally, and it was in full accord with some of the Government programs, and that 
there was certainly nothing unlawful about that. 

Mr. Gacutne. Well, I don’t remember the exact language on that, 
sir, but I do know the circumstances which prevailed at the time Mr. 
Lamb wrote his book, the circumstances that prevailed in Mr. Lamb’s 

early law practice were discussed and, to the best of my recollection, 
again I think if Mr. Lamb did indicate that he had always been a liberal 
and he had always been interested in the betterment of both the Ameri- 
can economy and the American people—— 
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Senator Johnson of ( ‘olorado { reading ) ; 


Doerfer’s comment was that he wanted to look into it fully and investigate my 
political, social and economic opinions and beliefs. 

Do you recall any comment of Mr. Doerfer along that line? 

Mr. Gacutne. Sir, I think Mr. Doerfer probably characterized his 
ewn thinking better than I can in his testimony this morning. He 
indicated that he was interested in getting the fullest information 
concerning Mr. Lamb and, on the basis of that information, making 
2 decision. I don’t remember whether he mentioned politics; I don’t 
remember whether he mentioned finances, or any of the other matters 
that you mention, but there was no question in my mind that Mr. 
Doerfer did indicate that he was interested in getting full informa- 
tion about Mr. Lamb. 


Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Lamb goes on to say: 
As I was leaving Mr. Doerfer’s office, I said: “I came by to express my will- 


ingness to cooperate and to answer any questions you have, and I hope we can 
terminate the deadlock and break up the logjam on my matters pending before 
the Commission.” 

Doerfer’s reply was: “It would be better if you were still a Republican.” 

Mr. Gacuine. Sir, lL remember Mr. Lamb making the statement and, 
asa matter of fact, I have no doubt I may have made that same state- 
ment. 

I have no independent recollection at the present time of the state- 
ment by Mr. Doerfer being made at that time and in that conference. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. You mentioned a moment ago you 

sited other Commissioners. 

Mr. Gacuine. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. With Mr. Doerfer. 

Mr. Gacuine. No: with Mr. Lamb, sir. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. I mean with Mr. Lamb. 

Mr. Gacutne. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Iapologize. 

Let me read this paragraph and see if you recall anything about 
it—and this is from Mr. Lamb’s testimony : 

Last September when I read and heard the public reports that Mr. Doerfer 
was out to get that Democrat, Lamb, I went to call on the Commission. I went 
first to call on Mr. Rosel Hyde, the Chairman, to ask him what it was all about. 

Were you with him when he talked to Mr. Rosel Hyde ¢ 

Mr. Gacutne. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. And this is what he said—— 

Senator Monronry. What page are you reading from, sir? 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Page 16, the middle of the page. 

I had been found qualified at least six times previously. I asked him— 

That is, asked Mr. Hyde 
if they had any new information about me since they had only recently an- 
nounced that the FBI had again given me complete clearance. 

“Obviously,” he said, “there is no objection to your operations because you 
have won just about all the public-service awards in the business.” 

Do you recall Mr. Hyde’s 

Mr. Gacutne. Sir, again as I indicated before, it is hard for me to 
say now exactly what transpired in the conversation with Mr. Hyde, 
with the Chairman, which I set up for Mr. Lamb. , 
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Mr. Lamb discussed his problems. ‘To the best of my recollection 
Mr. Hyde indicated that a certain reexamination of the material before 
the Commission, or heretofore before the Commission, was being un- 
dertaken, and I believe that that was the general sum and substance. 

I think that—I don’t remember specifically Commissioner Hyde 
making the statement that he had won about every prize available. 
I do know that—well, all members of the Commission are probably 
familiar with Mr. Lamb’s operation and with Mr. Lamb’s background 
because of the number of hearings that Mr. Lamb has been through 
and the number of applications that he has processed. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. I can’t find the exact statement, but 
Mr. Lamb said something yesterday, as I recall it, the substance of 
something along this line: 

He asked Mr. Rosel Hyde what he could do about it and Mr. Rosel 
ITyde indicated that he was helpless in the matter 

Senator Pastore. It is the next sentence. 

Senator Smaruers. It is the next sentence, Senator. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Oh, it goes right on there and I didn’t 
see it. 

Then I did arrange an appointment and called— 

Oh, here it is. 
He said that he realized that they were being terribly unfair to me— 


This is Mr. Lamb talking about Mr. Rosel Hyde. 


He said that he realized that they were being terribly unfair to me but that 
the other Commissioners were absolutely helpless in front of Commissioner 
Doerfer. 

Mr. Gacurne. Sir, I can state that to the best of my recollection now 
that statement was not made by Commissioner Hyde. 

I think that the extent of Commissioner Hyde’s statement might 
have been that in the event that Mr. Lamb has to go through another 
hearing and did completely clear himself that it might result in a rather 
unfortunate situation. 

I think he did indicate that the Commission was interested in another 
consideration or reconsideration of the Lamb matter. 

I thing he may have mentioned the fact that there were certain new 
Commissioners who were interested in inquiring into the Lamb matter, 
and that as new Commissioners and under the rules, he felt they were 
entitled to make such inquiry. 

I do not recollect his making the flat statement which appears there, 
sir, that the Commissioners’ processes were unfair. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. But you are not going to say that 
that was not said, or something along that line was not said; you just 
don’t remember ¢ 

Mr. Gacurne. I can say, sir, that Commissioner Hyde made a flat 
statement that the Commission’s processes were unfair I would remem- 
ber it. Had Commissioner Hyde made a flat statement that all of the 
Commissioners were helpless before Mr. Doerfer, I would have remem- 
bered it. 

To the extent that I have qualified that answer with my previous 
feeling as to the real substance of the discussion, I have already quali- 
fied it, but those specific statements I cannot say that I recollect at 
the present time, and I believe I would recollect them if they had 
been made in that form. 
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Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Hyde made no reference to 
unfair treatment, or he offered no apologies for Mr. Lamb being 
pushed around as he was; nothing of that kind at all happened ? 

Mr. Gacurne. Sir, I would like to make this statement in respect 
to Mr. Lamb. 

Formerly one of my positions with the Commission was as legal 
assistant to Mr. Hyde. I consider Mr. Hyde a very fine man, an 
outstanding man, and a very goodhearted man. 

Senator Jomnson of Colorado. I am not talking about that. We 
all agree with that. 

Mr. Gacurne. I think Mr. Hyde may have commiserated with Mr. 
Lamb in his position, perhaps in the same way I think one of the 
judges in the Supreme Court commiserated in saying, “This is the 
price you have to pay for government.” I think that was one of the 
judges concerning taxation. But I do not remember a statement 
flatly to the effect that the Commission’s processes were unfair. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. You don’t know whether that was 
said or not? 

Mr. Gacutne. I would say, sir, that if it were said I would remem- 
ber it, and I cannot remember it having been said. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. And you don’t know whether or 
not Mr. Rosel Hyde commiserated, as you said, with Mr. Lamb over 
his trouble in getting his license renewed ? 

Mr. Gacurne. I think, sir, that probably every member of the 
Commission, including Mr. Doerfer, commiserated with the situ- 
ation. Ithink it isa very unfortunate situation. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Commiserated with the situation 
or with Mr. Lamb? 

Mr. Gacutrne. Well, think when you commiserate with the situ- 
ation —I meant with Mr. Lamb. In other words, if it turns out, 
and I believe it will turn out, that Mr. Lamb will be completely 
cleared, then I do think that is a very unfortunate situation that 
Mr. Lamb has been put in. 

Senator Pasrorr. Why should there by any commiseration at 
all if the derogatory charges are true or untrue? If they are true, 
he is not entitled to have a license; if he is a Communist or has com- 
munistie leanings he ought to be thrown out of office. On the other 
hand, if they are not true he ought to be given his license. Where 
does this commiseration come in? 

Mr. Gacurnr. Sir, I have prosecuted a number of cases, and in 
those instances where the person is not found guilty I personally have 
been very sorry to have put them through the grill of making them 
prove themselves. 

Senator Pastore. But they had a trial, a hearing, and you went 
there on September 11 to find out why a hearing was not being held, 
isn’t that it ? 

Mr. Gacutne. I went there on September 11 to find out why a hear- 
ing was not being held, and to try to expedite the holding of a hear- 
ing as quickly as possible. 

Senator Pasrorr. And were you told why a hearing was not being 
held? 

Mr. Gacutnr. As far as I can recollect at the time, sir, it was indi- 
eated to Mr. Lamb and myself that a hearing would be held, or the 
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situation was being examined: (1), To see whether a hearing would 
be necessary, and (2), if a hearing would be necessary then to lay the 
foundation for holding a hearing. 

I hold no brief with the Commission in the delay. On the other 
hand, that is the Commission’s business and I certainly have nothing 
to do with that. 

I tried to expedite it as fully as possible when I acted as counsel for 
Mr. Lamb. 

Senator Pastore. But these charges being made were of a serious 
nature, affecting the character, reputation, and standing of a man? 

Mr. Gagutne. Sir, I think the charges being made are extremely 
serious; I agree with you. 

Senator Pastore. And all you got was commiseration, is that right, 
at the time you went there ? 

Mr. Gacuine. No, sir, I don’t think that is true. I think you may 
have taken my statement out of context. 

I think that the facts and the general circumstances were discussed 
and Mr. Lamb, at his request, was given an opportunity to present 
what the facts are. 

Senator Pastore. Well, let me put it this way : If you didn’t get com- 
miseration, at least you didn’t get a hearing, did you? 

Mr. Gaauine. Well, I was unsuccessful in obtaining a hearing and I 
was unsuccessful in obtaining a dismissal of the immediate proceed- 
ings. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Now, did you go with Mr. Lamb 
when he visited Commissioner George E. Sterling ? 

Mr. Gaeutne. Yes, sir, I did. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Mr. Lamb says: 

Shortly thereafter I called at the office of the Federal Communications Com- 
mission and talked to the other Commissioners. I talked to Commissioner 
George E. Sterling, who told me that the key to the problem was to see Doerfer. 

Did Mr. Sterling say that? 

Mr. Gacuine. Sir, I cannot recollect at the present time Mr. Sterling 
having made that flat statement, although both Mr. Lamb and my self, 
on the basis of our discussions with Commissioner Doerfer, on the basis 
of general hearsay, and also on the basis of Mr. Doer fer’s statement 
here today—it was fairly clear that some of the new members on the 
Commission were interested in making their own independent analysis 
and check of the facts there. 

I cannot say specifically that Mr. Sterling recommended that we see 
Mr. Doerfer, or whether we had been to see Mr. Doerfer prior to the 
time we had been to see Mr. Sterling. 

I think it is completely possible that Commissioner Sterling sug- 
gested we see all the Commissioners. It is completely possible that he 
may have suggested that we see Commissioner Doerfer, but I do not 

recollect any ‘of the Commissioners specifically saying that Mr. Doerfer 
was the one man who had to be satisfied. 

Senator Pastore. Will you answer just this one question: Why 
did you save Mr. Doerfer for the last one? 

Mr. Gacutnr. Sir, at the present time I don’t recollect whether we 

saw Mr. Doerfer last or whether—as you know, in trying to set up a 
series of, I forget whether it was 6 or 7, appointments in 1 or 2 days, 


you take the appointments when you can get them and as they fall. 








O90 NOMINATION OF JOHN C. DOERFER TO FCC 

Senator Pastore. Let me ask you this question: Do you recall seeing 
anyone after you saw Mr. Doer fer? 

Mr. Gacutine. Sir, I could not answer that question honestly now. 
I don’t know whether—I remember seeing, I think 6 of the 7 Com- 
missioners. I may conceivably have seen all 7 Commissioners, with 
Mr. Doerfer: I don’t remember the order. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Which one did you miss? 

Mr. Gacurine. I believe I was unable to obtain an appointment 
with Miss Hennock. I may be wrong about that, but I believe she 
was not available for a conference at that time. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Was there anything at this conference to indicate 
to you that Mr. Doerfer was biased or prejudiced or had a precon- 
ceived judgement in regard to the matter ? 

Mr. Gacuine. There was nothing there that would indicate to me 
that Mr. Doerfer had a preconceived decision on the Lamb case. 

It was clear to me that Mr. Doerfer was quite interested in certain 
phases, or certain alleged phases of Mr. Lamb’s background. It was 
also clear to me that, depending on the way the evidence turned, if 
certain of those phases or suspicions were proven by competent evi- 
dence to be the truth, then that Mr. Doerfer might very well swing 
in one direction instead of another. 

The Cnamman. That is all. You may be excused. And thank you 
very much. 

Mr. Gacuine. Thank you, sir. 

The Cnarrman. We knew that you wanted to get away early and 
took you out of order. 

Mr. Doerfer, will you come back to the stand. 

I apologize for breaking into your testimony, but I wanted to get 
it in sequence, and Mr. Gaguine wanted to get away at 12 o’clock. 

Will you proceed now. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I understand. 
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Mr. Dorrrer. Just one word with respect to Mr. Lamb’s conference 
with me, and it is prompted by the questions which were raised by 
the Senators. 

[ wish to reaffirm that I did not say to Mr. Lamb that it is too bad 
he isn’t a Republican 

The CuatrrmMan. Just a minute. 

Mr. Gacutne. Mr. Chairman, I have just spoken to Mr. Sterling. 
He informs me that he isthe Commissioner I did not see. 

The Cuatrman. The record will be corrected to show that. 

Mr. Gacurnr. I can’t recollect exactly what Commissioners I did 
see. I know I did see Commissioner Hyde and Commissioner Doerfer. 

The Caarrman. Thank you for the correction. You may be ex- 
cused. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Dorrrer. And I did not question Mr. Lamb with respect to his 
having represented labor unions. I wish to emphasize that Mr. Lamb 
volunteered all that information; that it was not in response to any 
questions that I had asked; that my questioning took place mainly 
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toward the end of the conference, outside of the usual amenities that 
indicated I was paying attention to what he said. 

I think I did say with respect to the labor union, when he brought 
that up, that he had a perfect right to do that and that was his duty 
and I saw nothing wrong with it so that he need not belabor that point 
at all. 

Now, I wish at this time to indicate that notwithstanding the fact 
that there was some information in my files, all of the information 
which subsequently slowed down this hearing came in later. We did 
talk about expediting this hearing, and I told him—and I was sin- 
cere, and I am today—I would have been very happy had this hearing 
moved along and Mr. Lamb been given his day in court many, many 
months ago. 

Now, I wish to indicate at this time that some of this information 
which has come to each of the Commissioners subsequently from an- 
other Governmental agency is marked “Security and confidential,” 
but as a result of that 

Senator Magnuson. The Department of Justice? 

Mr. Dorrrer. The FBI. 

As a result of having this information—I think that I can indicate 
that the various statements were not identified so far as the names 
of the witnesses; they were identified by symbols. We were in no posi- 
tion to go to these people because we didn’t know where to start. 

As a result of a Commission conference, it was decided that we 
would delegate certain members of the staff—I don’t think at that time 
their names were mentioned—to conduct an investigation, and that 
Chairman Hyde would attempt to get the names of some of these indi- 
viduals. 

Senator Pastore. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I ask just a question 
or two at this point, because I think this is the crux of the matter. 

You say this information, without revealing its source, is of a very 
derogatory nature; is that r ight—— 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes, if it is—— 

Senator Pasrorr. To which Mr. Lamb should answer ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. If taken on its face. 

Senator Pastore. Now, as it stands now this man has complete 
authority to operate his station ; has he not ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. 

Senator Pastorr. Now, if these derogatory statements are of such 
a serious nature why have you waited since March 11 to bring revoca- 
tion proceedings against this man when, if these statements are true, 
he is not entitled to operate a television station? Now, that is the 
question. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes, Senator, and the answer is this: That that evi- 
dence is not available; it is not in probative form, that is, not all of 
it; some of it is coming into probative form. 

You must understand that the Commission is in a very peculiar 
position, both an investigating body and quasijudicial. I am not re- 
sponsible for that concept in ‘the American jurisprudence. I accept 
it and I try to handle it with evenhanded justic e. 

Senator Maanuson. Well, you haven’t forgotten it is an arm of 
Congress ¢ 

Mr. Dorrrer. I understand that, and definitely. 
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Senator Magnuson. | mean we just delegate you to administer 
things that we couldn't go into the details of. 

Mr. Dorrrer. That isr ight ; that is the proper concept of it. 

So that if you regard this thing in the hight of a lawsuit as it is 
ordinarily tried, there are some similarities, but there are great dis- 
similarities, and some where the Commission is handic: apped i in hav- 
ing information which cannot be disclosed in any manner, even to 
Mr. Lamb, until we ourselves locate those people, appraise their credi- 
bility and their veracity, and if we get to the point where we may 
think it may be credible, to bring them forth and have them face 
Mr. Lamb under oath in a hearing. 

Senator Pasrorr. Now, Mr. Doerfer, you are a lawyer; how are you 
going to disprove something that you can’t prove ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, sir 

Senator Pastore. You are asking this man to come before you and 
lisprove these charges, and now you are saying to me that you your- 
self can’t prove those charges. 

Mr. Dorrrer. No, I didn’t say that with respect to all of the infor- 
mation. My point was that the reason this thing was not expedited, 
this matter was not expedited, as promptly as I had anticipated then 
and hoped for, was because of the subsequent information and check- 
ing which the Commission was doing, and is still doing. I think that 
testimony later will disclose what efforts were made which can be 
revealed. 

Now, let me say this, Senator. I had been in disagreement with 
the Commission with respect to the nature and the manner in which 
this Lamb case should be heard. I had contended that Mr. Lamb 
should be given all of the es that we have; even though 
it were evidence and not the ultimate pleadings, he should have every- 
thing that we have; he should have ample ‘opportunity to prepare, 
and when he says he is ready the Commission should have a hearing 
and these witnesses should be subpenaed, whoever we are at liberty 
to produce, and that they should contest the issues with respect to 
his character qualifications in a hearing before the Commission. 

That view did not prevail, and I am satisfied that each and every 
Commissioner that participated in these discussions will testify that 
that was my viewpoint. 

did acquiesce in a Commission judgment not to present the case 
that way, and the reason that I did was because the Commission was 
on the horns of a dilemma. 

Here we had some information which may or may not be proof, 
which may or may not be evidence. Wouldn't it be constrned as a 
smear of Mr. Lamb if we laid all of this bare? Wouldn’t it be better 
to be cautious, to take proper steps in first having the investigators 
appraise the creditability and the reliability of these witnesses and 
then, when we have that, submit it to Mr. Lamb? And that is precisely 
what is going to be done. 

Senator Pasrore. Let me ask you this question: If the allegations 
set. forth in the letter of March 11, 1954, are not proved to be true, 
then isn’t that a smear? 

Mr. Dorrrer. No, I don’t regard it asa smear. I regard that as the 
normal functioning of the duties of a Commissioner. The informa- 
tion is here. We didn’t conjure it up. I didn’t do this. I have no 
personal knowledge of Mr. Lamb’s activity in the past. 
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Mr. Dorrrer. That is a proper appraisal of the situation 

Senator Magnuson. If somebody says that somebody is a Con 
munist, that statement is not confidential ? 

Mr. Dorerrer. No. 

Senator Magnuson. But the man in the FBI may not want the 
fellow who says it. his name revealed 4 

Mr. Dorrrer. No, not the identity. The FBI take—— 

Senator Magnuson. How is any individual going to know, then, 
what he is charged with? 
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senator Magnuson. In other word . your plan is, as far as you are 
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only the information in which you can reveal who said it— 
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Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. 
Senator Durr. Is it your purpose to furnish him a bill of particu- 
F efore t] earing ¢ 
Mr. Dorrrer. Yes, I certainly endorse that view, and in view of 
these hearings I regret very ua that I w; not persistent enough 
n trying to persuad the Commission t adopt that course. 
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ible to 1 t] ul it hy o1) nto nN der seal, o that he had oppor- 
tunity to prepare 
Senator Pasrorr. Do Tunderstand vou. Mr. Doerfer. that if a motion 
made on behalf of Mr. Lamb that he be rendered a bill of particulars 
of all the matter hat ll he troduced against him on his application 
for i wal, | will get that before the date of the hearing ? 
Mr DorRFI | ert intly would support suc h a motion. and | indi- 


cate agvall | reoret vervn uch that mv view did not prevail. 

IT am not critical of the Commission, because if it be a fact that I am 
a little too eager about this thing, I certainly would be regretful later on 
to think that I was responsible for a smear, and I think that the Com- 
imstances and the situation pre- 


missi n’s cow eC, in view of the cir 


ra { time. could very we 1] be adopted and approved by reason- 
able men They did not want this thing to look like a smear 
Senator Pasrorr. And if that is your attitude, then I feel, insofar 
as | am concerned, you are worthy of confirmati 
Mr. Dorrrer. Thank you very much. 
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Senator Porrrer. In other words, as a new member of the Commis 
sion, When Mr. Lamb’s license came up for renewal the Commission 
had certain derogatory material which were charges hot based upon 
not necessarily approval. As a Commissioner, you felt that in all fair- 
he public interest, in all fairness to Mr. Lamb, those charges 
should be resolved, either proven or unproven, to determine whethet 


ness to t 


those charges are true or whether they are not true. 

If they were true you felt—I assume it was your feeling from your 
testhmony that Mr. Lamb’s license should not be renewed If they 
proved to be untrue, then once and for ail Mr. Lamb the public should 
know that Mr. Lamb IS completely cleared of all these ( harges that 
have be n made, 

I assume that is your position / 

Mr. Dorrrrr. Absolutely, and I have 

Senator Porrer. And in order to do that you had to get behind the 
so-called documents and information that came to the Commission / 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right, Senator. I want to indicate—and I will 
reaflirm—that if any portion of this record is not substantiated then 
I would bi willing to go to this extent: although the proof need only 
be preponderant so far as our rules are concerned, in a case of this kind 
I would absolutely, so far as I am concerned, insist that it be proved 
beyond a reasonable doubt. ‘T he character of a mah, his reputatior ~and 
his fortune is at stake. 

Senator Porrer. Well, I will say this, that if the Commission had 


this information and made no effort to get behind it to find out w hether 
thess ( harges were true or false . i Wwol Idn’t vote to confir1 rany of the m. 


Mr. Dorrrer. Well, Senator, I am going to discuss just one phase of 
what is Pp iblic information, and I do this because Mr. Lamb indicated 
it yesterday 

Senator Maanwuson May I, Mr. Chairman, just before 

The CuatrmMan. O.K. 

M 


Se] 


AGNUSON, Let’s leave Mr. Lamb out of t for a minute. 
Supposing a man, Mr. A, applies for a license or a renewal, or he 


aol 


has a heense, and during the time of the application or during the time 
of his operating as a licensee certain information comes to the Com- 
mi1Ssiol reg irding’ his charac ter, let’s say. Some of it may be anony 
mous: some of it may be in a letter; some of it may be oral; or some of 
it by formal petition. 

Do the Commission then in those cases vO ahead and try to investi 
gate any of these things that come before them ? 

Let’s take the first. What do you do with anonymou letters ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I pay no attention to them, other than—if there is 
something in the : honymous information that would bea lead, I would 
try to get the lead. 

Senator Magnuson. I understand that. 

Mr. Dorrrer. But if it is anonymous and it is a smear, I used to 
throw things like that away but I don’t any more because I am inter- 
ested in preserving the handwriting in the event something like that 
be established. 

Senator Magnuson. So far as you are concerned, that type of in- 
formation could only be used as your information for a lead, and 
not 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. I have had anonymous information 


sent to me for 14 years, and I am not afraid of that. 





] 
ior whoever gets 


s “ol prove} reliability - 


LVe n’t seen the other types. 


to me when you leave the 
) eave that and you are talking about 
or ral ects, aman’ haracter, or this a d that, that you ought to 
have—that should be done by the Commission itself so it is free and 
open: you know what to do about it and a man can answer it. Now, 
wouldn't you agree on that 6 
Mr. Dorrrer. I would agree on that. 
Senator Monronry. What was the date of the FBI full field investi- 
eatiol ¢ | presume that is what we are talking about here. 
Mr. Dorrrer. The report I got is dated the early part of October 


1O5 
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Senator Monroney. And when was it asked for? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I assume within a few weeks before that. 

Senator Monroney. Within a few weeks before ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes. I might indicate, Senator, that there had been a 
previous FBI report submitted to the Commission but it did not con- 
tain the information that we got on October 4, that is, all of it. The 
information which is in the file—and I am presuming that that is 
open—is a list of the various organizations that Mr. Lamb belonged 
to, or allegedly belonged to—excuse me; will you correct that? 

Senator Porrer. One was a name check and the other was a full 
field investigation ¢ 

Mr. Dorrrer. Something, but apparently the information they had 
had gone back quite a time, and apparently the FBI did not furnish 
the Commission with the information that they had in 1948. 

Now, that—I hope that you understand that is a statement of mine. 
It looks to me as though they had that information and it hadn’t been 
submitted. Now, what the reasons were ’ 

Senator Porrrr. Maybe the request had been just for the list of the 
organizations that he belonged to. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes. 

Senator Magnuson. Well, Mr. Doerfer, there is no reason for the 
Commission to go to the FBI in any case except on the basis that we 
have set up which this committee knows about. Radio operators or 
television operators or those dealing in communications would be a 
vital part of our Nation’s security if something happened. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Very vital. 

Senator Magnuson. If that factor weren't involved there would be 
no reason for you on an applicant to go to the FBI, would there 

Mr. Dorrrer. No. 

Senator Magnuson. Except to run down documents or questions 
of crime convictions or something of that kind ¢ 

Mr. Dorrrer. I assume if I were an investigator on the staff T would 
check the judgment roll in the various courts and go to the police de- 
partment. 

Senator Magnuson. Well, the FBI is a medium to do that very 
quickly and efficiently for you. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes. 

Senator Magnuson. Now, one more question and I will be through. 

Did you ever discuss this Lamb case with anyone on the outside, 
other than the Commission and the staff and maybe the newspaper 
people that have asked you / 

Mr. Dorrrer. I have not to any great extent. The discussion about 
the Lamb case has always been by somebody talking to me about it, 
which hasn’t been too numerous, but occasionally. I have always 
fenced that. questioning, and within the realm of trying to be polite, 
I would discuss it very generally, oh, something to the effect “I see 
that you and Lamb are going to tangle,” or something like that, and 
I would say, “Well, I don't know whether we are going to tangle or 
not,” and it was that type of thing. 

Senator Magnuson. Well, naturally you would discuss it with the 
Commission and the staff and what newspaper people have asked you, 
and with Mr. Lamp or his attorneys or people involved in his organ- 
ization ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Oh, yes. 


KR IG 4 S 
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Senator Macnuson. But I am talking — out of that realm. 

Mr. Dorrrer. You mean with the public or newspapers ¢ 

Senator Magnuson. Yes. Supposing anaebodd came to you and 
said “what about this Lamb case”? and suggested what you should 
do with it. There was none in that category, as you remember ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. No, I don’t recall. 

Senator Magnuson. But you say if somebody did mention it in 
passing ~~ tried to answer It very briefly, or you didn’t want to dis- 
cuss it, or some thing, isthat correct / 

Mr. Dor pk. Senator, yes, I think that is correct. I did in the 
part ot the fall make some Inquiries follow ink or up some = these 


leads and some it formation that has come to me, but after this had 
been turned over to the Investigators I have had ve ry little to aa with 
it, and the only time that I have had it under consideration was when 
It bd une a Commission matter, ind although en ee 
man Hyde to see Attorney General Brownell in the fall, I didn’t after 
that, and Chairman Hyde has been authorized by the Commission 

Senator Magnuson. But you discussed it with Brownell, is that 
col { 

Mr. DOERFER. Well, what we discussed with Brownell] Was the re 


lease of the identity of some of these witnesses, and Brownell indi 
cated he would cooperate, and f think subsequently, either by phone 
or in writing, he advised the Commission that there were some—or 
his staff, rather, advised that there were some witnesses whose identity 
could not be disclosed : that they were still useful to the FBI incognito. 

Now, I just want to give you an insight as to some of our problems. 


Mr. Lamb vesterday indicated—and I am bringing it up because he 


did ) Wit respect to his membership in the National Lawyers’ 
Gu I have had friends that belonged to it: I have had fi ‘iends that 
have dropped out. I have never labeled anybody in my mind as 
bi rs bye ve or trave ling’ with subversive characters because he 
10 | the Nat onal Lawvers Guild. ] myself never roined it. but I 
dc { 1d) idu I } CLrOp pr | OU \ ho | ive tol 1hie iat 
the Hlusioned. I peaking about the early 1940’s 

Mr. Lamb licated yesterday that he, too, was a member and he 
Ww vatled en e realized some of them were Comn nist . and 
whi earned that pan Sees out. One of the Senators asked him 
\ sh din 194 

Le | Justice Tooke 2 I think, | ul been a member of the National 
La Vvel "Gu ld. Lh ave here 

Senator Pasrore. pt ie said Roberts, didn’t he ? 

Senator Smatrers. Jackson. 


r 


Mr a RFER. I thought he did. 

I] wAmMAN. I think the testimony was yesterday, Mr. Doerfer, 
not to the extent that he knew Communists were in it, and he men- 
tioned Lee Pressman was the only one he knew, but when they got 
into international! politics then he became disillusioned and dropped 
out. 

Senator Magnuson. I read the testimony. I think that is the im- 
vression he gave. He didn’t feel a lawyer’s association should get 
into these 

The Cuatrman. In other words, as to the lawyer’s lot in the com- 
munity where he was then a practitioner. 

Senator Magnuson. That is right. 
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Mr. Dorrrer. I am trying to present the Commission with my prob- 
lem ina case of this kind. 

Now, belonging to the Lawyers Guild—you can put 1 or 2 interpre 
tations on it: Either he be longed to the communistie side of it or he 
belonged tothe other side and wv as wholly di sillusioned. 

| am perfectly willing to give Mr. Lamb every opportunity to ex- 
plain, but I do wish to point this out, This is what bothers me and 
what bothered me then. 

I was interested in knowing, of course, when Mr. Lamb resigned. 1 
never asked him. He volunteered that information yesterday, and 
that kind of substantiates some other information that [had. 

i found, and this is a—I am rending now from Union Calendar 
No. 1078, Report on the National Lawyers Guild, Legal Bulwark rn 
the Communist Party, put out by the Committee on Un-Americ: 
Activities, United States Houst f Re ‘presents atives, dated Septe i r 
91, 1950—and I find that Fisives Jackson resioned on June 26, 1940, 

11 T find that A. A. Berle, Jr., Assistant Secretary of State, resigned 
on or about June 5, 1940, and IT find that Paul R. Hays, a prominent 
New York attorney, summarized the situation as follows in his letter 
of May 21, 1940, to Prof. Herman A. Gray, which was cireulated 

nong the members of the New York chapter : 

My experience, and the experience of many others (including the present na 
tional and New York chapter presidents), who have been similarly active in the 
guild and other liberal organizations, has led us to the conclusion that the pres 
ence of Communists in polic ymaking positions in nae organizations inevitably 
results in deflection of the organizations from the liberal ends which pe y were 


set up t ichies This is true because Communists are devoted to chieving 
the ds of other organization, Whose purposes at liberal and at 
\ the purposes of such o1 ini tionsast wiuild 
1 \ Qy 
(‘ha ( Polett Lieutenant Gre ernor of New Lor! { resioned 
} 1 
} i } ma d me met ers of the euild we more e] 
ted col nan Ine (New } I 
440, p. 14) 
‘ 1 “7 1 . . nah . 
Now, when Mr. Lamb testified that he resigned in 1945, that im 
; ; . y 
ieciately raises a que tion In my mind as a publ ol ial but I im 


not absolutely unaware of another situation, and I would like to read 
this, so that Mr. Lamb mav very well have f fallei 11n this other cate 
vory, notw ith stal ding the fact th it he was still a member in 1945, 
ind, as I und ler Sti and it. an officer. 

In a letter of resignation by Nathan B. Margold, Solicitor for the 


Department of the Interior, dated May 29, 1940, he says: 


In recent elections for delegates from the District of Columbia to the 1940 
convention of the National Lawyers Guild, a group of candidates stood on a 
platform of unequivocal opposition to nazism, communism, fascism, and other 
movements which similarly reject the principles of free press, free speech, 
freedom of assembly, right of religious worship, and fair trials. These candi- 
dates understood, if elected as delegates, to cast their votes at the 1940 con 
vention for national officers of the guild who share their views. Of the 20 
candidates who stood on this platform, 14 were defeated. 


A. A. Serle sald: 


The National Lawyers Guild was formed in the hope that expression might 
be given to the liberal sentiment in the American bar. 

It is now obvious that the present management of the guild is not prepared 
to take any stand which conflicts with the Communist Party line. Under these 
circumstances, and in company, I think, with the most progressive lawyers, I 
have no further interest in it. 
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Senator Porrer. What was the date of that ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. June 5, 1940. There is a good deal in this pamphlet, 
brochure, on—I was reading from page 10. 

Now, there is just one more matter. There is a list of organiza- 
tions—this is public information—to which Mr. Lamb allegedly 
belonged. 

Senator Porrer. Isthat an FBI report or—— 

Mr. Dorrrer. No. 

Senator Porrer. Will you identify it? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I think this was culled out of the committee reports 
of the House Un-American Activities Committee; I am not sure about 
that. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. May I ask this question. 

Mr. Lamb testified yesterday that he belonged to no organization 
after they were classified by the Attorney General as questionable 
or subversive; when they got on that list then he has not joined any 
organization or been a member of any such organization. 

Now, in this list that you are about to read to us, is that after the 
list was made public by Attorney General Tom Clark, or does that 
go clear back to the beginning ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Senator, I had just a few hours to get this informa- 
tion together-—— 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Well, the only point I am making 
is that a membership in these organizations until they were listed- 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. The point I wish to make is that it 
is alleged he belonged to some of these organizations after they were 
declared subversive. I do not know the facts. I am trying to pre- 
sent—what would you do if you were in my position as a Commis- 
sioner ? 

I think it is my duty to say, “Now, Mr. Lamb, I don’t know wheth- 
er you belonged to these organizations or not. I do think, however, 
that you should testify under oath when you joined, when you left, 
and that there should be introduced in evidence when the Attorney 
General ruled them to be subversive and whether you knew at that 
time that they were ruled subversive.” 

I don’t know what the facts are, but I think it is my bounden duty 
under the circumstances with a critical situation in the radio industry 
in the event of war, that all of these things be probed. I can’t see 
any escape from it, and it would be unfortunate if all of these things 
were—it would be unfortunate for Mr. Lamb’s reputation if all these 
things ultimately proved to be untrue, but nevertheless, I can see no 
alternative, sir. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. Well, we are not probing Mr. Lamb; 
we are probing Mr. Doerfer. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I understand. 

Senator Jomnson of Colorado. And my question is, are vou inter- 
ested in the organiz: itions that Mr. Lan ib be longed to pr ior to the list 
that was made by Attorney General Tom Clark? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes: I am, but I would say this, that if that is all 
that were in it, I would minimize the effect of that membership in the 
association: L would lay a great deal of stress on it if - continued 
to be a member in any of these organizations long after—or let’s pul 
it this way—after he had a reasonable opportunity to vee and to 

] 


disclose his past actions were what he claims them to be. 
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Senator Pasrorr. And, Mr. Doerfer, do you expect to give weight 
to the various editorials that have been written and printed under the 
auspices of Mr. Lamb in recent years? 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is a double question. There are some editorials, 
of course, that I think are anti—— 

Senator Pasrore. I mean as far as communistic leanings are con- 
cerned, 

Mr. Dorrrer. Oh, you mean editorials. I misunderstood. 

[ would say Mr. Lamb sends me quite religiously all the editorials 
he writes. I assume I get them and glance at some of ther. 

I will say this, that those editorials written at or about the time 
in question that indicate that he was not a fellow traveler or which 
would tend to disprove any of this information, I certainly think should 
be introduced in evidence, and I certainly am confident that Mr. 
McGrath, being a competent lawyer, will put that in evidence, and 
I think the Commission will consider that. I would. 

Senator Monroney. Did you give any consideration to it when you 
were getting some critical information from that lady and the Ameri- 
can Legion post? Did you look at the other side of the picture about 
the letter from J. Edgar Hoover that was mentioned ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I understand that letter was written in 1945. I don’t 
recall whether I have a copy of it. Iam aware of the contents in which 
Mr. Lamb was accredited for some positions that he took in the 
newspapers. 

I have read some of the information that he has sent me. I cannot 
testify that I have read all of it; I cannot testify that I have read all 
of the information which is in my office today, excluding that which 
came in subsequent to September or October 1953. 

Senator Monroney. Well, the purpose of my question is that in the 
confirmation we are trying, as some member of the committee says, 
to probe your ability to determine a case and evaluate the evidence. 

Now, certainly anyone going on such a quasijudicial board in such 
a tremendously important position for America’s security and also 
for the free expression of opposing views within our democratic 
framework must of necessity evaluate the good side of a man’s charac- 
ter the same as the derogatory side; the side of the things that he has 
been commended for at the same time they look on letters, both signed 
and anonymous, condemning the man, or a record of a membership in 
an Aopen that is now, I think, on the Attorney General’s sub- 
versive list, or about to be, the Lawyers Guild: yet in the testimony 
that you Nees given here we find that because he didn’t resign until 

1945 from the Lawyers Guild and others resigned in 1940, he is some- 
what a suspect in his lovalty, I presume. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, there you have two questions. I will answer 
the last one. 

I was trying to give an illustration of the position I was in, what 
do I do with this type of information. I haven't concluded on this 
thing at all. 

As to the other, with respect to whether or not we should consider 
evidence on the other side of the line. the things which indicate that 
he is a good American, an active American, a loyal American, and 
has done more than perhaps the average citizen to further American 
interests, I would say that if any C ommissioner would not consider 
such evidence he is not fit to serve on the Commission. 
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(nd you ntend to evaluate 


t certainly do 


Senator Monronery. The good side as well asthe bad side ? 
Mr. Dorrrer. I most certainly do 
Si Mion y. And the thing that puzzles me is that you read 
br ( t that th House [ America Lctivitte Con mittee, 
inh { ( eating Co nist trat ind which has 
ci 1 or | \ i | came to The san conelusion 
‘ terthan Mr. Lamb did en he resigned 
i J RM l Was ¢ rivel 
a Mi ) ] OU eu i 19 a ment of 
the H ' 
\I) 1) \ ! i¢ 
| ( { i ti ( er i yr al ther two 
“si \] \ \ « ( i! Nave had f 
‘ Nn y f Ll ¢ pte! i don’t know 
‘ ors pyran ! f l . chaptel 
‘ ( e re cr} e bee out 
i rit We L ck { OV i el om he a ( lated 
li Vill by i e most part. And if li 


took t TI until 19 »] e this determinatiol ind I believe 
{ Atto General didn’t get arow te t until a little bit later 
than tha do you know thie date / 
Mr. | rrer. Yes, to some extent I don’t ki ho the Attorney 
Gene} i 
B ike tl venel tatement The very fact that a 
mat or nued la rea ition ft] \ sub el ive after it 
i ired subversive mia 1 if lf not conclusive. It is some 
e) e wl cannot be ignored. If it is explained away ina rea 
O e fashion I certainly will accept it as such. 
Senator M ney. In this testimony on the Lawyers Guild, it 
vears before the House even condemned it for being subversive, 
ind p \] G or 7 vears before the \ttorney General wave his declara 


tiol Now. ] 


Mr. Dorrrer 
than to suggest that 
Jackson, and I as 
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at lea wcquaintance 
to leavi d the other 
Senator Porrer. Ha 
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Supreme Court ? 


wouldn’t - 
nator, 


ume 


ator MonRONEY. 


ay that was continuing membership in an 


zation that had been declared subversive. 


I don’t want to get into the merits other 
Mr. Lamb T think was represented by Justice 


that they are probably, if not close friends, ) 


. an | I p 17 ted out whi re the one had concluded 


’ 
adn t 


Now. it might be possi ble—— 
Lamb brought Jackson into it ? 


What was the date Justice Jackson went on the ; 


Mr. Dorrrer. I can’t answer that 
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members were not paying attention or not even concerned with the 
organization ¢ 

Now, that has happened to a great many of those organizations, and 
he may not have known about it for some time- 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. 

Senator Magnuson. Because he wasn’t paying attention to it. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I understand that, Senator, and I think Iam perfectly 
capable—— 

Senator MaGnuson. You are capable of evaluat ne that / 

Mr. Dorrrer. | hope Tam,and I think Tam. 


> = } | { j las nt ¢ 
Senator Pasvrore. Let me ask this question, and please Gon t alisy 


f vou think it is unfair. 
) Do you th nk from all you know ind all you have said v th reference 
to th National Lawvers Guild afliliation on th part of Mir. Lamb 
that that, in and of itself in your mind, would disqualify him for a 
rel | / 
; Mir. Dorrrer. No, not just in and by itself. It requires a ge rd deal 
of ex i Tic 
Senator Magnuson. | want to ask one more questlol I will leave 
ull thi oO hat we | ive be n talk he about, 
Has Mr. Lan peen running a evood tation otherwise / 


Mr. Dorrrer. I have heard no complaint about the station. 

Senator Magnuson. All right. 

Mr. Dorrrer. As a matter of fact, I am taking his word that he has 
received these awards and is performing a good public service up there 

Senator Magnuson. In other words, his station has been up to the 
standards required by the Commission insofar as you know 2 

Mr. Dorrrer. So far as I know. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Crarmman. All right. 

Senator Payne. Mr. Doerfer, is it my correct understanding that all 
applicants or all renewals are screened concerning their background 
in order to ce velop a clearance ¢ Is that correct / 

Mr. Dorrrer. I don’t think it is quite lke that, Senator. The ré 
newal is a rather perfunctory mechanism. It is only when a complaint 
IS lodged. 

Senator Payne. But if information comes to the Commission con 
cerning an individual that matter is gone into and screened, not only 

in this case but in any case / 
) Mr. Dorrrer. Oh, yes. 
Senator Paynr. Now, let me ask one other question. 
We are talking here about the owner—call him operator, if you 
will, and it might be XYZ, and you have referred to the great im 
i portance that the Federal communications system has, particularly 
with reference to radio and television in connection with any matter 
affecting our national security. 
Let me ask whether or not, to your knowledge, the individuals in 


volved in the actual O} eration of these stations, the engineers, those in 


control of the panels and all other portions of the operation, are 
screened as to what they might be / 

Mr. Dorrrer. I do not think so. I think the answer Is no. 

Senator Payne. Well, wouldn’t you say that if we place great 
dependence upon the communications system of this Nation in the 


event of a national emergency, in order to be able to get across to our 
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people a message and in turn to be able to see to it that certain factors 
which you have mentioned, some of which I am aware of, that if that is 
the case, it would bea pretty dangerous proposition, even more danger- 
ous than the individual who is the owner and operator, so-called, ofa 
station, for those individuals to be in actual manual control of the 
engineering facilities and in control of the wavelengths and everything 
else that is taking place? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Senator, there are three thousand broadcasting facili- 
ties in this country. I don’t know how many technical men they have. 
I am quite positive that the Commission does not investigate the char- 
acter and qualifications of the operators. This Congress and this Com- 
mission apparently has assumed that it would be too cos tly, and they 
have placed their reliance upon the integrity and the character of the 
owner, the licensee, and if they fail, I don’t know how within the 
realm of practicality we could check every person who has access to 
the radiation of electronic magnetic waves. 

We have over 200,000 licensees out in the other fields, as I understand 
ae ship operators, amateurs, Pp olice . Pp vetrole um compall es, publie utili- 
ties. It just runs into hundreds of thousands, and that cesta m has 
concerned the Commission a good deal and we have some suggested 
legislation which has come up to the Congress. 

We are trying to operate within the realm of practicality. It is 
just one of those things that you have to rely on the integrity of the 
owner-operator in the broadcasting industry. 

Senator Payne. But there is a very open end there? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I agree there isa very opene snd there. 

Senator Payne. And if we followed the same system in our Gov- 
ernment itself, we would rely upon the integrity and the ability of 
the head of a department to determine who he had working under 
him as to whether or not that person—and yet we don’t do that, do 
we? In the Government we go right down through with a straight 


»? 
,} 
i 


clearance all the way down the line. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I think the vy do in government, 

Senator Par we. I know we do in government, feo we do insofar as 
certain industrial plants are concerned that are working on strategic 
materials, and so forth, so that long before they ever get into the realm 
of being ust d as a component part, whether radio or television or what- 
ever it might be, we have people in those plants who are screened care- 
fully. Yet in the system in which we are setting up a pattern whereby 
the emergency can ‘be ec: arried to the Amer ic an people and wherel Vv the 

enals can be Pe flected so as not te ) F1Ve the clue that vou h: ave refe rred 
to prev iously, we appare ntly are doing nothing about it e xcept relying 

strictly upon the . integri ity and the abili tv of the person who hok Is the 
license to see to it that the people under him will faithfully carry out 
the job. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, I do think there are certain operators licensed 
and they do have some character qualifications. It is a difficult problem 
from one extreme, from everyone checking on everybody else some 
where a 1e line, lack of money, and so forth. 

Senator Payne. You would agree that it is a field that should be 
haa very carefully ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes, I think it should be explored. 

Mr. Chairman, I wanted to file with this committee an affidavit. It 
has to do with the charge pending in court to the effect that the de- 
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fendants—and I am one of them—bribed or—lI forget the language— 
to the effect that we bribed or caused to be bribed certain citizens to 
give false testimony about Mr. Lamb. 

This affidavit was executed in preparation of that case. It was not 
deemed necessary by counsel to submit it because the question turned 
on another point, but J do set forth here an absolute categorical denial] 
that I had any part of any of that, that I had ever bribed or offered 
to bribe, that I ever instructed any investigator to bribe or offer to 
bribe, and that I had immediately when that complaint was filed 
called the three investigators and asked them to state to me whether 
or not they bribed or attempted to bribe each one indicated that that 
was absolutely false, and I wish to file that with 

The Cuamman. We will make it a part of the record without 
objection. 

(The affidavit above-referred to is as follows :) 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Civil Action No. 1998—54 
Edward Lamb, et al., Plaintiffs, v. Rosel H. Hyde, et al., Defendants 


AFFIDAVIT 
CITY OF WASHINGTON, ; 
District of Columbia, 8s: 


John C. Doerfer, being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says: 

1. That he is a Commissioner duly appointed and qualified of the Federal 
Communications Commission. 

2. That with respect to paragraph 10 of the plaintiffs’ complaint, this depo- 
nent states categorically that he at no time as a Commissioner nor in consort 
with his fellow Commissioners ever attempted to bribe or offer or cause to be 
offered “at least one bribe” for false testimony to any person; ever instructed 
or authorized any of the three investigators who were on be alf of the Federal 
Communications Commission investigating matters respecting the plaintiffs, to 
induce citizens to testify falsely to any of the charges against plaintiffs; or ever 
instructed or authorized said investigators to offer or cause to be offered any 
bribe in order to procure false testimony. 

8. Deponent further avers that immediately upon having received a copy of 
said complaint and having read paragraph 10, he contacted the three investi- 
gators, and individually asked each investigator specifically whether or not he 
(the investigator) had attempted to induce citizens of any community to testify 
falsely that plaintiff Lamb was in fact affiliated or associated with the Commu- 
nist Party, or whether or not said investigator offered or caused to be offered 
“at least one bribe” for any such false testimony, and asked each investigator to 
state fully any and all information or knowledge he possessed with respect to 
the allegations of paragraph 10 of plaintiffs’ complaint. 

4, Deponent further avers that the unequivocal and immediate reply of each 
investigator was that said charges were wholly false and without foundation, 
and assured this deponent that at no time in their investigation had they at- 
tempted to induce citizens to testify falsely, nor did they offer or cause to be 
offered any bribe in connection therewith; that the investigators’ replies to this 
deponent denied that they conducted themselves in any manner or did anything 
or spoke to any citizen in any manner which by the furthest stretch of the 
imagination could be construed to be an attempt to induce anv persons to testify 
falsely or to offer or to cause to be offered any bribe for false testimony. 

5. This deponent further avers that other than paragraph 10 of plaintiffs’ 
complaint, this deponent has received no information or intimation of any kind 
that these investigators were not men of honesty and proven integrity, or that 
they in any manner attempted to induce citizens to testify falsely or offer to 
cause to be offered any bribe for false testimony. 

JOHN C, DOERFER. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this Sth day of June 1954. 


[srAL] LENAH J. Ferro, Notary Public. 
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Senator Porrer. Mr. Doerfer, 1 have just one question. 

‘The Cuamrman. Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrer. ‘There have been some newspaper comments as to 
who Spo! sored you for (sover! ment service. Will you tell the com 
mittee who did sponsor you for Government serv ice ¢ 
Mr. Dorrrer. Governor Kohler suggested my name, as I under 


stand if, to President Eisenhower. The Republican administration 
then contacted the Republican administration in Wisconsin. The Re 
pu Wisconsin endorsed me, and that is my full understand 
l ( | } to be Wastl eton 
mse tor Porn Wel . Grove Ol Kohler brought vour hame up to 
P; 
Mr. Dorrrer. 7] olyt 
e ¢ | ( ere and testified for yo lidn’t 
O ed vou tothe co tee / 
\] | | HI tified f and Sel ) \\ tified 
‘ MeCart! t ( wrote a letter Yo hay I ( l 
j ("} M Ye 
Mr. D I don’t whether it Is apropos at t time, but J 
ke to ve nteer this formation, that a long as I have beet 
{ Lol > itor Me } as neve tilled me b phone, 
{ten me etter, never asked for any favor, never asked me 
! I do ai ything, save one exception, a WV ire which was received by 
ea ind every Commissioner with re spect: to his claim that he was 
entitled to repty I for ret whet] el that was 
tor Pasrorr. President Truman 
Ne tor Jownson of Colorado. I have one question, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHatrrmMan. Senator Johnson. 
Senator Jounson of Colorado. This may be repetitious, but I want 


a clear understanding on it, because to me this is an all-important 
poir 7 

Do I underst al your position to be that in the proposed hearing 
which is going to be given to Mr. Lamb, you are going to insist that 
the charges, whatever they may be, will be spelled out and will be 
given to him be fore the hearing starts and before any publicity what 
soevel s made to the charges that are gvoing to be filed against Mr. 
Lamb ? 


Mr. Dorrrer. Senator, I have indicated before that I will dothat. I 
have indicated reoret that my theory didn’t prevail. 

[ can’t say that I am going to insist on it: I have one vote, and I 
disavow that I dominate the Commis 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. Well, I would suggest that you 
Ce ld do th S11 you felt strongly abo it 10: You could either have your 

ivy about it or you could decline to have anything to do with the 
hearing. Would you go that far / 

Mr. Dor RFER. Well, the hearing is not voing to be before the Com 
missioner “ It 1S soing to be before ar examiner. 

Senator Jonnson of Colorado. I know it is going to be before an 
examiner, but when the he: ring starts then the charges will be made 


public and they will be published all over this country, and the point 
is that when those charges are made public the denial of those charges 
ought to be also made public by Mr. Lamb, if he chooses to make them 
public That is a big point. isn’t it ? 
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Mr. Dorrrer. Oh, I think so. I am perfectly willing, if the law 
permits, to make these charges and give them privately to Mr. Lamb, 
but I don’t think the law will permit us to have a star chamber session. 
I think that the hearing must be public. 

But I understand your question, as to whether or not he will get these 
detailed charges in ample fime to prepare for them with the least 
amount of publicity possible under the circumstances. The answer to 


that question is, I will absolutely use whatever persuasive powers 1] 
have to try TO ae complish that. 

Senator Jomnson of Colorado. And if the Commission doesn’t 

agree with you, will you decline to have any part in the hearing ¢ 
Mi Dorrrer. No, sir: the answer to that s “No.” I would not 
eml ras mv fellow Commissionet to that extent. I feel that if | 
in \ mh) Wil) | m talking moult my qaeas hefe es an} 

generally } pret ( Tease 
| 1¢ i to tl ( hye ( veayye To ( { 
! \ } v dt | j ( b ner ¢ SrespDy I | 1 ] t 
t ] ( ren e too ml VW i ! = t( ( ! C 

i or { V membel of the 1) hhe t nis VV it | respe {to how | 
ai ie “an case | Pp there, so | wou Int want, reallv. Se itor. {> tell thy 
| that IT am the only fair-minded man on the Commission and 


the others don’t know what thev are doing. That would be nconsonant 
with my nature. 

| have the utmost respect for my fellow Commissioners, and I 
\ iV that many times when I have advocated some contrary views 
1 | ive found | was Wrong eventually | am not talking abo t the 
Lamb case: I am talking about others—and their judement was 
sound. 

Senator Jounson of Colorado. The point IS, you don't feel strongly 
about giving Mr. Lamb this information prior to the day that he is 
charged with it and prior to the day that it is going to be made public 
to the press ¢ 

Mr. Dor RFER. ] fee] as strong about it as | have In licated and I 
can’t see that I ean emphasize it any more and still st L\ within the 
realm of propriety. 

Senator Monroney. Mr. Chairman. 

The (“HAIRMAN. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. Were you through ? 

Senator JoHNSON of Colorado. Yes. 

Senator Monronry. May I ask, the three investigators that you 
have had on the case, have they been subje ‘ted to a full field check by 
the FBI? 

Mr. Dorrrer.. I understand so, ves. 

Senator Monroney. And they have been cleared / 

Mr. Dorrrer. Yes. 

Senator Monroney. And the examiner that will hear the ease will 
have a full field check by the FBI? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I can’t say. Of course, that will be a pubiic hearing 
and I don’t know why he should have that check. 

Senator Monroney. I mean within your own agency, whether you 
have cleared the man. 

Mr. Hypr. All sensitive positions, such as the investigators, are 
cleared. The examiner or hearing officer has not been classified as in 
a sensitive position. Obviously we couldn't have a full field Invest 
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gation on every employee, and we haven't done that except for those 
jobs which can be classified as sensitive. Where they are sensitive 
we have. 

Senator Monronry. But the answer to my first question is that the 
investigators have had full field investigation / 

Mr. Hype. That is right. 

Senator Monroney. You are familiar with Facts Forum, are you 
not? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I am not. 

Senator Monroney. You know that there is such a prog 

Mr. Dorrrer. I know there is such a program. 

Senator Monroney. You know that they do have a great many tele 
vision and radio stations that are carrying the program as both com 
,and many as public service features / 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, Senator, I think I can shorten your questioning 
DY telling you what I know about Facts Forum. It is very little. 

I have never seen a Facts Forum program on television, to my know 
ledge. I think I would have recognized it. I have never heard it on 
radio. 

All I know about Facts Forum is some occasional item that I have 
read in the newspaper, and a Mr. Hunt from Texas is interested in it. 
I think I read some article in Time magazine, and that is just about 
the extent of my know ledge of the Facts Forum. 

Senator Monroney. You do not know how many stations take this 
service or use the program— 

Mr. Dorrrer. No, I don’t. 

Senator Monronry. Ona public service feature ¢ 

Mr. Dorrrrer. No, I do not. 

Senator Monroney. With the number which the press has reported 
being considerable, running into the hundreds on radio stations, and 
I think some rnin short of a hundred on television, don’t you think 
that the job of the Federal Communications Commission is to some- 
what acquaint itself with what is going on in relationship to control 
of this mass media of the large number of canned programs expressing 
one point of view under a tax-exempt foundation and under the alleged 
label of public service / 

I 


/ 
rradn: 





Mr. Dorrrer. Senator, the Congress of the United States has written 
nto the Federal Communications Act absolute impotence in so far as 
‘ensors ar of progr: ming is concerned. That would be a form of 


censorship. 

Senator Monroney. It wouldn’t if you listened to it. would it? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I beg your pardon? 

Senator Monroney. I am suggesting your listening to it and finding 
out what it involves—I mean I think what goes over the air waves 
should be within the realm of at least after-dinner relaxation ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Senator, I must confess that when there is a choice 

‘ programs on the air, one being the university on the air and another 
being a baseball wame, I have—— 

Che CHarrmmMan. You watched the ball game ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. Watched the ball game. 

Senator Porrrr. That is a good question. I think he got a lot in 
there on that one. 

Mr. Dorrrer. I didn’t mean to be quite that facetious. I appreciate 
there are a lot of things that I should do, and I wish that there were 








4 
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enough hours in the day to do them, but I submit that I am human and 

I do like some diversion, and I just don’t follow up all of these things. 

Senator Monroney. Well, the thing that we limit, I believe, is how 
many radio stations can one man control. There is a limit to the num 
ber of licenses, I think; I think it is around 3 or 5. 

Mr. Doerrer. Well, there are 5 television stations and 7 radio sta 
tions. 

Senator Monroney. And the purpose of that was to keep diversified 
ownership and diversified opinion, an expression of all types and all 
shades of views; is that not one of the reasons that 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, I think that that may be; I don’t know precisely. 
I think that the real reason for that rule was to prevent any develop- 
ment of a monopoly or things which may indicate monopolistic control. 

Senator Monroney. Purely economic, or could it be propaganda 
monopoly, as well ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I don’t think propaganda monopoly: I think eco- 
nomic. 

Senator Monronry. You think it is strictly in the economic field / 

Mr. Dorrrer. Well, not strictly. I think that the aspect you indi 
cated, that diversity of opinion is always a good thing, 1f you mean 
[ didn’t mean to indicate that monopoly was to be that. strictly 
construed. 

Senator Monroney. So far as your job is concerned, you don’t think 
you should be concerned with any growth within our broadcasting 
system, TV or radio, of a monopoly or 

Mr. Dorrrer. I should say 

Senator Monroney. Or a growing impact of a vast chain dedicated 
to the expression of one line of opinion ¢ 

Mr. Dorrrer. I think definitely I should be concerned, but we have 
to meet each problem as it comes up, and I would be very happy to 
discuss with you what has been our workload and where we have 
placed the emphasis, and I would be very frank to confess in some 
cases, where we just have, because of force of circumstances, not given 
it as much attention as we should have. 

The Cuatrman. I wonder if we can’t conclude this very promptly / 
I have a telephone call I will have to take right now. 

Will you go ahead, Chairman Potter. 

We have already run overtime, according to the Senate rules. 

Senator Magnuson. I want to ask one question. 

Ilow are you getting along ne there on nating television 
licenses? I mean you allocated a certain number of channels, and 
how far have you gone now ? Genar ally speaking, I mean. 

Mr. Dorrrer. Generally speaking 

Senator Magnuson. Are you about half through ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I think we are beginning to see daylight. 

Senator Magnuson. Daylight ? 

Mr. Dorrrer. I am rather apprehensive, however, that some of the 
proceedings we now have are going to be bitter ly contested, perh: aps 
are going to be long-drawn-out, and it is quite possible that it 
although the amount of pending applications in number has decreased, 
the intensity and complexity may, on the other hand 

Senator Magnuson. You are getting down to the tough ones? 

Mr. Dorrrer. That is right. 
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Senator Porrer (presiding). If there are no further questions, the 
committee is adjourned. 

Mr. McGratru. Isthisthe final hearing on this matter / 

Senator Porrer. It may be. 

Mr. McGrarn. I have this request to make. Senator Kefauver 
advised me that he wished to make a statement to the committee. He 
was supposed to be here this morning but he could not come. He 
asked me to request that if this was the final hearing the record be 
cept open to 

Senator Porrrer. I will certainly suggest that the record be kept 
open for 5 days. 
~The Cuairman. We will adjourn until 10 o’clock Monday morn 

o, at hich time we will conelude this, and also get on to the bills 
thatare pending. 


(Whereupon at 12:50 p. m., the hearing was adjourned to Mon 


v. June 28, 1954, at 10 a. m.) 
- s MI D BY SENATOR ESTES KEFAUVER 
Ir. ¢ man, | id hoped to make a brief oral statement before the com 
tee upon the consideration of the nomination of Mr. Doerfer for Commis 
ioner of the FC Since I did not get to do so, I wish to file this brief state 


I reo! 

I have known Mr. Edward Lamb quite well for the past 3 years, and I know 
he memb of his family. He has a lovely wife, a charming daughter about 
15 vears of age, and his son is now serving in the Army. I know Mr. Lamb 

be an active good citizen I have full confidence in his integrity and loyalty. 





I has a good reputation as to the way his radio and television sta 
e n, and s television station has won many awards. His paper, 
1 We 1) blished progressive n SpAapel I have read 
oO s and they are all in good American form and are opposed 

rn i¢ 
I ! 1 that I had spoken to Mr. Hyde and Mr. Doerfer rela 
ne hi ( S Last w I do not have the 
\I I »> had expl ‘ s difficult ! hat all he wanted 
! 1 Ol he er, I calle Mir. Hvde to attempt 
1 atter would be set for a hearing. Mr. Hyde expressed 
1 he but that Mr. Doerfer was away and had some 
Mr. Hyde said there had been some complaint but did 
nyvthing new in the file. He suggested that I might con- 
g nterest pre d in the matter I called Mr. Doer 
em be f I tal 1 or 2 times I told him I did not want to 
ence the decisior t did feel Mr. Lamb was entitled to a hearing 
I matter had been pending for a long time. He said there 
een e complaint but did not think anything additional was in the file 

} oS W 1d he led <oor 
Noy IBER 6, 1945 
I’ 
\ / 2 Necretary, 
/ G d York, N. } 
Dear MARTIN: The guild was organized originally to improve the economic 
fare of the American lawyer. I want to continue in this work 


However, I do not approve of certain elements in the guild who are taking 
positions on international matters with which I am in disagreement. I there 
fore resign from the National Lawyers Guild 

With my best personal regards, I am 

Cordially yours, 
Epwarp LAMs. 











